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Title 21—FO0D AND DRUGS 


Chapter I—Food and Drug Adminis- 
tration, Department of Health, Ed- 
ucation, and Welfare 


SUBCHAPTER A—GENERAL 


PART 3—STATEMENTS OF GENERAL 
POLICY OR INTERPRETATION 


Amy Nitrite Inhalant as Prescription 
Drug for Human Use 


In the FepERAL REGISTER of August 25, 
1967 (32 F.R. 12404), the Commissioner 
of Food and Drugs proposed a statement 
of Policy entitled “Nitroglycerin and 
amyl nitrite as over-the-counter drugs 
for human use.” Based on the comments 
received in response to the proposal and 
the recommendations of the Food and 
Drug Administration Medical Advisory 
Board, the Commissioner concludes that 
amyl nitrite should be limited to sale 
on the prescription of a licensed practi- 
tioner and that sublingual nitroglycerin 
should remain a prescription drug. 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
contained in the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act (secs. 503(b), 701(a), 52 
Stat. 1052, as amended, 1055; 21 U.S.C. 
353(b), 371(a)) and delegated to the 
Commissioner (21 CFR 2.120), Part 3 is 
amended by adding thereto the following 
new section: 


§ 3.71 Amyl nitrite inhalant as a pre- 
scription drug for human use. 


(a) Amyl nitrite inhalant has been 
available over-the-counter for emer- 
gency use by the patient in the manage- 
ment of angina pectoris for a number 
of years. As a result of a proposed policy 
statement published August 25, 1967 
(32 F.R. 12404), the Commissioner of 
Food and Drugs received reports of the 
abuse of this drug by those who do not 
require it for medical purposes. Addi- 
tionally, comment included a great deal 
of concern expressed by individual physi- 
cians, medical associations, pharma- 
ceutical associations, manufacturers, and 
State and local health authorities. Based 
on the information available, it is the 
opinion of the Commissioner of Food and 
Drugs, concurred in by the Food and 
Drug Administration Medical Advisory 
Board, that amyl nitrite inhalant is a 
drug with a potentiality for harmful 
effect and that it should be removed 
from over-the-counter status and re- 
stricted to sale on the prescription of 
a practitioner licensed by law to ad- 
minister such drug. 

(b) Therefore, amyl nitrite inhalant 
will be regarded as misbranded unless 
the labeling on or within the package 
from which the drug is to be dispensed 
bears adequate information for its safe 
and effective use by physicians, in ac- 
cordance with § 1.106(b) (3) of this chap- 
ter, and its label bears the legend “Cau- 


Rules and Regulations 


tion: Federal law prohibits dispensing 
without prescription.” 

(c) Regulatory proceedings may be 
initiated with regard to the interstate 
shipment of amyl nitrite inhalant that 
is labeled, advertised, or dispensed con- 
trary to this statement of policy if such 
act occurs after 90 days following the 
date of publication of this section in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER. 


(Secs. 503(b), 701(a), 52 Stat. 1052, as 
amended, 1055; 21 U.S.C. 353(b), 371(a) ) 


Dated: November 21, 1968. 


HERBERT L. Ley, Jr., 
Commissioner of Food and Drugs. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-14300; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:50 a.m.] 





SUBCHAPTER B—FOOD AND FOOD PRODUCTS 


PART 19—CHEESES, PROCESSED 
CHEESES, CHEESE FOODS, CHEESE 
SPREADS, AND RELATED FOODS 


Ricotta Cheese, Part-Skim_ Ricotta 
Cheese; Cancellation of Hearing 
and Deletion of Identity Standards 


In the matter of establishing stand- 
ards of identity for ricotta cheese 
(§$ 19.532) and part-skim ricotta cheese 
(§ 19.533): 

The subject standards were proposed 
in the FreperaL Recister of March 15, 
1956 (21 F.R. 1657), and established by 
an order published August 1, 1956 (21 
F.R. 5747). 

In response to the order a number of 
firms filed written objections and re- 
quests for a hearing. Accordingly, an 
order was published November 6, 1956 
(21 F.R. 8492), that listed the objectors 
and described their objections, stayed 
the effective date of the subject stand- 
ards, and announced a hearing to be 
scheduled later regarding the issues 
raised by the objections. 

During the intervening time, no hear- 
ing has been scheduled and it now ap- 
pears that the situation may well have 
changed to a point where it would be 
inadvisable to try to hold such a hearing 
based on the data available in 1956. Ac- 
cordingly, the Commissioner of Food and 
Drugs concludes that it would not be in 
the public interest to hold such a hear- 
ing and that the standards, which never 
became effective, should be deleted with- 
out prejudice to the possibility of the 
institution of new proceedings at a later 
date. 


Therefore, pursuant to the provisions 
of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act (secs. 401, 701, 52 Stat. 1046, 1055, 
as amended 70 Stat. 919, 72 Stat. 948; 
21 U.S.C. 341, 371), and under authority 
delegated to the Commissioner (21 CFR 
2.120), the above-mentioned hearing is 
hereby canceled and § 19.532 Ricotta 
cheese; identity and § 19.533 Part-skim 
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ricotta cheese; identity are hereby de- 
leted from Title 21. 
(Secs 401, 701, 52 Stat. 1046, 1055, as 


amended 70 Stat. 919, 72 Stat. 9486; 21 U.S.C. 
341, 371) 


Dated: November 18, 1968. 
R. E. DuccGan, 
Acting Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-14301; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:50 a.m.] 





PART 45—OLEOMARGARINE, 
MARGARINE 


Identity Standard Amended To List 
Liquid, Dried, and Condensed 
Forms of Sweet Cream Buttermilk 
as Optional Ingredients 


In the matter of amending the 
identity standard for oleomargarine, 
margarine (21 CFR 45.1) to list as op- 
tional ingredients sweet cream butter- 
milk and its dried and condensed forms: 

A notice of proposed rule making in 
the above-identified matter was pub- 
lished in the Feperat Recister of July 
10, 1968 (33 F.R. 9904), based on a peti- 
tion submitted by the National Associa- 
tion of Margarine Manufacturers, 545 
Munsey Building, Washington, D.C. 
20004. 

In response to the proposal, comments 
were received from two milk producers’ 
associations. One organization did not 
oppose the proposal, but the other stated 
the proposal should be denied. Both 
organizations expressed criticism of the 
continuing efforts of the margarine in- 
dustry to improve the taste of margarine 
so that it will imitate butter. 

On the basis of relevant information 
available, taking into consideration the 
comments filed and the information sub- 
mitted by the petitioner, the Commis- 
sioner of Food and Drugs concludes that 
it will promote honesty and fair dealing 
in the interest of consumers to amend 
the standard as proposed. 

Therefore, pursuant to the provisions 
of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act (secs. 401, 701, 52 Stat. 1046, 1055, as 
amended 70 Stat. 919, 72 Stat. 948; 21 
U.S.C. 341, 371) and under authority del- 
egated to the Commissioner (21 CFR 
2.120): It is ordered, That § 45.1 be 
amended as set forth below. 

Due to a cross-reference, the amend- 
ment to the standard for margarine 
(§ 45.1), upon becoming effective, will 
have the effect of providing for optional 
use sweet cream buttermilk and-its dried 
and condensed forms in liquid margarine 
(§ 45.2). 

Any person who will be adversely af- 
fected by the foregoing order may at any 
time within 30 days from the date of its 
publication in the Frepera. RecisteEr file 
with the Hearing Clerk, Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare, Room 
5440, 330 Independence Avenue SW., 
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Washington, D.C. 20201, written objec- 
tions thereto. Objections shall show 
wherein the person filing will be ad- 
versely affected by the order and specify 
with particularity the provisions of the 
order deemed objectionable and the 
grounds for the objections. If a hearing 
is requested, the objections must state 
the issues for the hearing, and such ob- 
jections must be supported by grounds 
legally sufficient to justify the relief 
sought. Objections may be accompanied 
by @ memorandum or brief in support 
thereof. All documents shall be filed in 
six copies. 


Effective date. This order shall become 
effective 60 days from the date of its 
publication in the FEDERAL REGISTER, ex- 
cept as to any provisions that may be 
stayed by the filing of proper objections. 
Notice of the filing of objections or lack 
thereof will be announced by publication 
in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 


(Secs. 401, 701, 52 Stat. 1046, 1055, as 


amended 70 Stat. 919, 72 Stat. 948; 21 U.S.C. 
341, 371) 


Dated: November 15. 1968. 


J. K. Kirk, 
Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 


In § 45.1, paragraphs (a) (2) and (b) 
(2) (i) are revised to read as follows: 


§ 45.1 Oleomargarine, margarine; iden- 
tity; label statement of optional in- 
gredients. 

(a) * *¢ 

(2) One of the articles’ designated in 
subdivisions (i), (ii), (iii), (iv), (v); (vid, 
(vii), (viii) , or (ix) of this subparagraph 
is intimately mixed with the fat ingredi- 
ent or ingredients. The ingredients 
named in subdivisions (i), (ii), (iii), (iv), 
(v), (vi), and (vii) of this subparagraph 
are pasteurized and then may be sub- 
jected to the action of harmless bacterial 
starters. The term “milk” as used in this 
subparagraph means cow’s milk. 

(i) Cream. 

(ii) Milk. 

(iii) Skim milk. 

(iv) Liquid sweet cream buttermilk. 

(v) Any combination of dry or con- 
densed sweet cream buttermilk and water 
with a total solids content of not less 
than 8.5 percent. 

(vi) Any combination of nonfat dry 
milk and water, in which the weight of 
the nonfat dry milk is not less than 10 
percent of the weight of the water. 

(vii) Any mixture of two or more of 
the articles named in subdivisions (i), 
(ii), ii), (iv), (v), and (vi) of this 
subparagraph. 

(viii) In case only of the fat ingredient 
designated in subparagraph (1) (ii) of 
this paragraph, any combination of finely 
ground soybeans and water, in which the 
weight of the finely ground soybeans is 
not less than 10 percent of the weight of 
the water. The finely ground soybeans 
are subjected to a heat treatment before 
or after mixing with the water. The soy- 
beans may or may not be dehulled. 

(ix) Water in lieu of any of the fore- 


going articles of this subparagraph. 
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Congealing is effected, either with or 
without contact with water, and the con- 
gealed mixture may be worked. 

* * . - a 

(b) s> + ¢ 

(2) * ¢ # 

(i) The optional ingredients butter, 
salt, water, cream, milk, skim milk, sweet 
cream butermilk, dried sweet cream but- 
termilk and water, condensed sweet 
cream buttermilk and water, nonfat dry 
milk and water, ground soybeans and 
water, lecithin, mono- or diglycerides, 
sodium sulfo-acetate derivatives of 
mono- or diglycerides shall each be de- 
clared by those terms. 

* = am * - 


[F.R. Doc. 68-14302; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:50 a.m.] 


PART 121—FOOD ADDITIVES 


Subpart D—Food Additives Permitted 
in Food for Human Consumption 


MICROCAPSULES FOR FLAVORING OILS 


The Commissioner of Food and Drugs, 
having evaluated the data in a petition 
(FAP 7A2191) filed by The National 
Cash Register Co., Dayton, Ohio 45409, 
and other relevant material, concludes 
that the food additive regulations should 
be amended to provide for the safe use 
of succinylated gelatin, arabinogalactan, 
and silicon dioxide in formulations of 
microcapsules for encapsulating flavor- 
ing oils for food. Therefore, pursuant to 
the provisions of the Federal Food, Drug, 
and Cosmetic Act (sec. 409(c)(1), 72 
Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348(c)(1)) and 
under authority delegated to the Com- 
missioner (21 CFR 2.120), Part 121 is 
amended by adding to Subpart D the fol- 
lowing new section: 


§ 121.1219 Microcapsules for flavoring 
oils. 


Microcapsules may be safely used for 
encapsulating discrete particles of flavor- 
ing oils that are generally recognized as 
safe for their intended use or are reg- 
ulated under this Subpart D, in accord- 
ance with the following conditions: 

(a) The microcapsules may be for- 
mulated from the following components, 
each used in the minimum quantity re- 
quired to accomplish the intended effect: 

(1) Substances generally recognized 
as safe for the purpose. 

(2) One or more of the following: 


Component 
Succinylated gela- 
tin. 


Limitations 

Not to exceed 15 per- 
cent by combined 
weight of the micro- 
capsule and flavoring 
oil. Succinic acid 
content of the gela- 
tin is 4.5 to 5.5 per- 
cent. 

Complying with § 121.- 
1174; as adjuvant. 
Complying with § 121.- 
1058; as adjuvant. 


(b) The microcapsules may be used 
for encapsulating lemon oil, distilled lime 
oil, orange oil, peppermint oil, and spear- 
mint oil for use only in dry mixes for 


Arabinogalactan —. 
Silicon dioxide... 


puddings and gelatin desserts in ac- 
cordance with good manufacturing 
practice. 


Any person who will be adversely af- 
fected by the foregoing order may at any 
time within 30 days from the date of its 
publication in the Freprerat REcIsTeEr file 
with the Hearing Clerk, Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare, Room 
5440, 330 Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20201, written objec- 
tions thereto, preferably in quintuplicate. 
Objections shall show wherein the person 
filing will be adversely affected by the 
order and specify with particularity the 
provisions of the order deemed objection- 
able and the grounds for the objections. 
If a hearing is requested, the objections 
must state the issues for the hearing. A 
hearing will be granted if the objections 
are supported by grounds legally suffi- 
cient to justify the relief sought. Objec- 
tions may be accompanied by a memo- 
randum or brief in support thereof. 


Effective date. This order shall become 
effective on the date of its publication in 
the FEDERAL REGISTER. 


(Sec. 409(c) (1), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348 
(ce) (1)) 


Dated: November 21, 1968. 


R. E. Duaecan, 
Acting Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-14303; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:50 a.m.] 


Title 18—CONSERVATION OF 
POWER AND WATER RESOURCES 


Chapter I—Federal Power 
Commission 


[Docket No. R-294; Order 375] 


PART 2—GENERAL POLICY AND 
INTERPRETATIONS 


Recreational Development at 
Licensed Project 


NOVEMBER 20, 1968. 

This order amends the statement of 
Commission policy issued December 27, 
1965 (Order No. 313, 34 FPC 1546; 18 
CFR 2.7(f)), respecting outdoor recrea- 
tional development at projects licensed 
or to be licensed under the Federal 
Power Act. It reflects our administra- 
tive experience since that time and is 
intended for the guidance of all licensees, 
recreationists and the general public. 
It emphasizes our interest not only in 
the quantum but also in the quality of 
recreational opportunity afforded at 
projects subject to the licensing provi- 
sions of the Federal Power Act. This 
concern extends from the quality of 
planning and design of recreational 
developments to the quality of 
maintenance in the operation of such 
developments. 

As we noted in our 1965 policy state- 
ment, reservoirs at federally licensed 
projects provide a significant source of 
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outdoor recreation opportunity, and 
there is every indication that greatly ex- 
panded recreational development at such 
sites is possible both at existing projects 
and at those to be licensed in the future. 
Since then, the dramatic increase in 
public utilization of outdoor recreational 
opportunity continues. It is reported, for 
example, in “Outdoor. Recreation 
Trends,”* that present and anticipated 
increase in participation in major sum- 
mertime outdoor recreation activities far 
surpass predictions made by the Out- 
door Recreation Resources Review Com- 
mission in 1960. Many of the most pop- 
ular summertime outdoor recreation 
activities reported in this publication 
either require the use of or are closely 
tied to water and related resources such 
as are found at federally licensed proj- 
ects. At many projects, of course, sub- 
stantial recreational opportunities exist 
well beyond the summer season. 

One aspect of increasing use of rec- 
reational opportunities at projects is the 
need for continuing review and improve- 
ment of provisions for public health and 
safety. Any recreational development of 
acceptable quality must include appro- 
priate provisions for protection of life, 
health and property. 

Examples of provisions needed for 
public safety and enjoyment are: Log 
booms and other devices to prevent 
watercraft from operating within a dan- 
ger zone at reservoir outlet facilities; 
warning lights, signs, and other devices 
near the dam, tailwater area, bridges 
crossing over the reservoir, and other 
hazardous areas; buoys or markers in- 
dicating submerged or other hazardous 
objects, if such submerged or other haz- 
ardous objects cannot be removed; and 
adequate vertical clearance of transmis- 
sion lines and bridges above the surface 
of the reservoir and the project lands. 
Increasing recreational use pressures 
also require continuing review of the ad- 
equacy of zone markers for swimming, 
fishing and water skiing areas and for 
other restricted access areas. 

Increasing uses also require continu- 
ing surveillance of facilities and meas- 
ures to provide for the protection of pub- 
lic health, to receive and to process ref- 
use and wastes from public access areas 
and other recreational facilities such as 
watercraft. The problems of wastes and 
waste removal from land based recrea- 
tional areas and from watercraft are a 
part of the overall problem of pollution 
in general, and we recognize that the 
problem of wastes and disposal from rec- 
reational watercraft presents particular 
complexities. The use of recreational 
watercraft tends to be concentrated on 
weekends, holidays and during vacation 
periods. The mobility of such watercraft 
may also compound problems for par- 


1“Outdoor Recreation Trends,” Bureau of 
Outdoor Recreation, Department of the In- 
terior, April, 1967, 
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ticular geographic areas or regions. 
Moreover, waters used for water-contact 
sports and for municipal water supply 
may present important water quality 
problems. 

The Commission finds: 

(1) It is appropriate and in the public 
interest in administering Part I of the 
Federal Power Act to promulgate Com- 
mission policy on recreational develop- 
ment at licensed projects. 


(2) The notice and effective date pro- 
visions of 5 U.S.C. 553 do not apply with 
respect to the amendment here adopted. 

The Commission, acting pursuant to 
the provisions of the Federal Power Act, 
as amended, particularly sections 4(e), 
10(a), and 309 thereof (41 Stat. 1063, 
1065, 1068; 49 Stat. 838, 840, 842, 858; 16 
U.S.C. 797, 803, 825h) , orders: 


(A) Section 2.7 of Part 2, General 
Policy and Interpretations, Subchapter 
A, Chapter I of Title 18 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations is amended by de- 
leting paragraph (f) and adding a new 
paragraph (f), to read as follows: 

§ 2.7 Recreational development at li- 
censed project. ; 
* - * +. * 

(f) (1) To comply with Federal, State 
and local regulations for health, sani- 
tation, and public safety, and to co- 
operate with law enforcement authorities 
in the development of additional neces- 
sary regulations for such purposes. 

(2) To provide either by itself or 
through arrangement with others for 
adequate safety facilities or measures 
which include, but are not limited to, ade- 
quate vertical clearance under bridges 
and transmission lines, log booms or 
other protective devices at spillways and 
powerhouses, warning systems, buoys, 
lights, signals, signs, and fencing at li- 
censed projects reservoirs and, recrea- 
tion facilities, as may be needed to en- 
sure the safe operation of watercraft and 
the personal safety of visitors using proj- 
ect waters and lands for recreation 
purposes. 

(3) To provide either by itself or 
through arrangement with others for 
facilities to process adequately sewage, 
litter, and other wastes from recreation 
facilities including wastes from water- 
craft. 


(B) The amendments prescribed here- 
in will be effective upon the issuance of 
this order. 

(C) The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of this order in the FepEraL 
REGISTER. 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] GorDON M, GRANT, 


Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-14266; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 
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(Secs. 2, 3, 6, 8-16, 80 Stat. 885-890; 42 U.S.C. 
1771, 1772, 1775, 1777-1785) 


Dated: November 22, 1968. 


17753 


Title 7—AGRICULTURE 


Chapter Il—Consumer and Market- 
ing Service (Consumer Food Pro- 
grams), Department of Agriculture 


PART 215—SPECIAL MILK PROGRAM 
FOR CHILDREN 


Appendix—Apportionment of Special 
Milk Program Funds Pursuant to 
Child Nutrition Act of 1966, Fiscal 
Year 1969 


Pursuant to section 3 of the Child Nu- 
trition Act of 1966, Public Law 89-642; 
80 Stat. 885-6, milk assistance funds 
available for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1969, are apportioned among 
the States as follows: 














Total Withheld 
State apportion- State for 
ment agency private 
schools 
SI in dicncenee $1, 611,310 $1, 550, 763 $60, 547 
= , 938 c a 
Arizona- -----. 465, 989 350, 307 115, 682 
Arkansas-----.- 1,111,933 1,053, 468 58, 465 
California .......... 9,324,122 9,324,122 ........... 
Colerade........... 946, 912 859, 020 87, 802 
Connecticut ---....-- 1, 706,307 1,706,907 ..........- 
Delaware... ........ 341, 325 289, 442 51, 883 
Del. St. Dist. 20, 431 20, 431 - ake 
Agency. 
District of 571, 131 571, 131 

Columbia. 

Florida_.--_- 1,999,637 1,831,225 168, 412 
Georgia. .......=-.. 1, 577,983 1, 542, 220 35, 763 
Be babadabotedaa 200, 005 149, 783 50, 222 
(0 Se 201, 312 163, 248 38, 064 
sei caedennckne 6, 643,954 6,643,954 _.......... 
Indiana. - - - 2, 923,384 2,923,384 - al 
ire ac<cs 1,860,855 1,644,273 216, 582 
Kansas__--. con, | EE, ey SEE iden cena 
Kentucky.....-..-... 1, 840, 1,840, 260 _.......... 
Louigiema.......... 688, 078 0 — es 
oe ae 508, 231 415, 315 92, 916 
Maryland__.._...... 2,198,334 1,847,300 351, 034 
Md. Bud. & Proc..- 46,945 . 
Massachusetts ----.. 207, OT Me ............ 
Michigan --._...-..-- 5,720,085 4,697,433 1,022,652 
Minnesota---....-.- , 2, 329, 246 345, 873 
Mississippi - a DE cothiwig nal 
Missouri_.-. 2, 273, 390 47,313 
Montana. -- 168, 963 35, 756 
Nebraska........... 617, 428 123, 923 
ecient , 043 129, 834 23, 209 
New Hampshire... 510, 385 441, 636 68, 749 
New Jersey......... 3,923,361 3,303, 541 529, 820 
New Mexico----...-. 773, 974 461, 140 212, 834 
New York.......... 9,181,842 9%, 181,342 ........... 
New York Off. 

Gen. Services... 445, 207 CEE piskctiniaiind 
North Carolina..... 3, 482, 506 a Gosia, Sharda ocala 
North Dakota-...--. 393, 3AT, 547 6, 243 
a ae 6,395,205 5, 517,276 877, 929 
Ohio Dept. Pub. 

iceinakscaceue 197, 534 Se csikacaneas 
Oklahoma..-.......- 1,064,811 1,064,811 ........... 
CLS. cngdnhaied 650, 417 631, 88 18, 530 
Pennsylvania- -..-. 5, 210,339 4,537,870 672, 469 
Rhode Island_----- 427, 396 427, 


RopNey E. LEONARD, 
Administrator. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-14264; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 
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Chapter Vil—Agricultural Stabiliza- 
tion and Conservation Service 
(Agricultural Adjustment), Depart- 
ment of Agriculture 


SUBCHAPTER B—FARM MARKETING QUOTAS 
AND ACREAGE ALLOTMENTS 


PART 722—COTTON 


Subpart—1969 Crop of Upland Cot- 
ton; Acreage Allotments and Mar- 
keting Quotas 


STATE RESERVES, COUNTY ALLOTMENTS, 
AND COUNTY PROJECTED YIELDS 


The provisions of §§ 722.469 to 722.471 
are issued pursuant to the Agricultural 
Adjustment Act of 1938, as amended (52 
Stat. 31, as amended, 7 U.S.C. 1281 et. 
seq.) (referred to as the “act’”) with re- 
spect to the 1969 crop of upland cotton. 
The purpose of these provisions is to es- 
tablish State reserves, allocate the State 
reserves to counties, allocate each State’s 
share of the national reserve to counties, 
establish county allotments and estab- 
lish county projected yields. Determina-. 
tions with respect to the State reserves 
any county allotments were made ini- 
tially by the respective State committees 
and are hereby approved and made ef- 
fective by the Administrator, ASCS, pur- 
suant to delegated authority (29 F.R. 
16210, 33 F.R. 542, 4275). 

Notice that the Secretary was prepar- 
ing to make determinations with respect 
to these matters was published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER On September 25, 1968 
(33 F.R. 14414), in accordance with the 
provisions of 5 U.S.C. 553. One response 
relative to the determination of projected 
yields was received and considered. 

In order that farmers may be informed 
as soon as possible of 1969 farm allot- 
ments and projected yields so that they 
may make plans accordingly, it is essen- 
tial that these provisions be made effec- 
tive as soon as possible. Accordingly, it is 
hereby found and determined that com- 
pliance with the 30-day effective date 
requirement of 5 U.S.C. 553 is imprac- 
ticable and contrary to the public interest 
and §§ 722.469 to 722.471 shall be effec- 
tive upon filing this document with the 
Director, Office of the Federal Register. 


§ 722.469 State reserves and county 
allotments for the 1969 crop of up- 
land cotton. 

(a) State reserves. Pursuant to the 
authority provided in § 722.407 of the 
Regulations for Acreage Allotments for 
1968 and Succeeding Crops of Upland 
Cotton (33 F.R. 895, as amended), the 
1969 State acreage reserves for Louisiana, 
Mississippi, and South Carolina have 
been approved by the Deputy Adminis- 
trator, State and County Operations, to 
be in excess of 2 percent of the State al- 
lotment available for distribution to 
counties in the State. The State reserve 
for each State shall be established and 
allocated among uses as shown in the 
following table for the 1969 crop of up- 
land cotton pursuant to § 722.407: 
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Allocations from State reserve for— 


Total 
State State Small oy. New farms 
reserve Trends farms and hardship and set-aside 
cases for errors 


Mississippi. 
Missouri. ......... 





(b) Explanation of allocations of 
State reserve among uses— (1) State re- 
serve for minimum farms. It is hereby 
determined that each State’s share of the 
national reserve will meet the require- 
ments for additional acreage for estab- 
lishing minimum farm allotments under 
section 344(f) (1) of the act, and accord- 
ingly, the State committee is not required 
to establish a State reserve for minimum 
farm allotments. 

(2) State reserve for abnormal condi- 
tions. It is hereby determined that no 
State reserve for abnormal conditions is 
required. 

(3) State reserve for trends. It is here- 
by determined that State reserves in 
substantial amounts are required for 
trend adjustments in applicable counties 
of Louisiana, Mississippi, and South 
Carolina. Cotton producers in such coun- 
ties generally plant the entire farm al- 
lotment each year and the size of avail- 
able farm allotments is the ing fac- 
tor on the acreage planted to cotton in 
such counties. Cotton producers in other 
areas of these States fail to fully utilize 
farm allotments because of a trend away 
from cotton production. Trend adjust- 
ments in county allotments for the fol- 
lowing States shall be made as follows: 

(i) Louisiana. The State reserve for 
trends shall be apportioned to those par- 
ishes that have been substantially plant- 
ing available allotments. Parishes whose 
1968 planted acreage plus prevented 
planted acreage plus intended diverted 
acreage equals 90 percent or more of the 
1968 parish allotment allocated to farms 
shall share in the reserve to the extent 
needed to provide 1969 parish allotments 
equal to the total 1969 preliminary farm 
allotments plus minimum farm require- 
ments. Any remaining reserve shall be 
apportioned on a pro rata basis, based 
on the 1969 total preliminary farm al- 
lotments plus minimum farm require- 
ments, to parishes whose 1968 planted 
acreage plus prevented planted acreage 
plus intended diverted acreage equals 95 
percent or more of the 1968 parish allot- 
ment allocated to farms. In no case shall 
a@ parish receive a 1969 allotment less 
than the 1968 planted acreage plus pre- 
vented planted acreage plus acreage di- 












verted under the 1968 cotton program. 

(ii) Mississippi. The State reserve for 
trends shall be apportioned to counties 
on the basis of needs obtained by sub- 
tracting the sum of the 1969 computed 
county allotment plus acreage allocated 
from the national reserve from the sum 
of the 1969 preliminary farm allotments 
plus the acreage used for minimum 
farms in 1968. The first allocation to 
counties shall be the smaller of the coun- 
ty’s computed contribution to the State 
reserve or the needs. The remainder of 
the reserve shall be apportioned to coun- 
ties on the basis of the 1969 preliminary 
farm allotments. In no case shall the 
total county allotment exceed 102 per- 
cent of the 1969 preliminary allotment 
plus the amount used for minimum 
farms in 1968. 

iii) South Carolina. Counties for 
which trend adjustments were made dur- 
ing the base period (1963-67) shall re- 
ceive allocation from the State reserve 
for trends on the basis of maintaining 
these trend adjustments in county allot- 
ments in order to prevent reduction in 
cotton allotments in such counties. 

(4) State reserve to correct inequities 
and prevent hardships. It is hereby de- 
termined that State reserves are required 
to correct inequities in farm allotments 
and to prevent hardships on farms in 
applicable counties of Kentucky, New 
Mexico, North Carolina, and Virginia. 

(5) State reserve for new farms and 
set-aside. It is hereby determined that 
State reserves for new farms shall be 
established only for Kentucky, Okla- 
homa, and Tennessee. Such reserve is in- 
cluded with the State reserve for set- 
aside for correction of errors. 

(6) State reserve for small farms. It is 
hereby determined that a State reserve 
for small farms is required for adjust- 
ment of farm allotments for small farms 
in applicable counties of Virginia. 

(c) County allotments. County allot- 
ments are established for the 1969 crop 
of upland cotton in accordance with 
§ 722.408 of the Regulations for Acreage 
Allotments for 1968 and Succeeding 
Crops of Upland Cotton (33 F.R. 895, as 
amended). Each county allotment con- 
sists of the sum of the computed county 
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allotment, allocation from the State’s 
share of the national reserve and allo- 
cation from the State reserve for trends. 
A table setting forth the county allot- 
ment, allocation from the State’s share 
of the national reserve, and allocations 
from the State reserve is contained in 
§ 722.471. The table also sets forth the 
allotment in the State productivity pool 
which shall not be allocated to counties 
and farms, as required under § 722.408 
(a) of the Regulations for Acreage Al- 
lotments for 1968 and Succeeding Crops 
of Upland Cotton (33 F.R. 895, as 
amended). 


§ 722.470 County projected yields for 
the 1969 crop of upland cotton. 


(a) Method of determining county pro- 
jected yields. County projected yields for 
the 1969 crop of upland cotton were de- 
termined on the basis of the average 
yield per harvested acre in the counties 
during 1963, 1964, 1965, 1966, and 1967, 
adjusted for abnormal weather condi- 
tions affecting such yields, for trends in 
yields and for any significant changes in 
production practices, as provided under 
section 301(b) (13) (L) of the act. 

(b) Adjustments for abnormal weather 
conditions, trends and __ significant 
changes in production practices. The 
harvested yields for each county were 
adjusted for abnormal weather condi- 
tions, for trends in yields and for any 
significant changes in production prac- 
tices as follows: 

(1) A 5-year (1963-67) simple average 
yield was obtained for each county. For 
each annual yield in the 5-year period 
which was less than 80 percent of the 5- 
year average yield, a yield equal to 80 
percent of such 5-year average was sub- 
stituted. For each annual yield in the 
5-year period which was more than 140 
percent of the 5-year average yield, a 
yield equal to 140 percent of such 5-year 
average was substituted. A simple aver- 
age of the 5-year yields so adjusted was 
obtained for each county (referred to as 
the ‘“‘weather-adjusted 5-year average”). 

(2) A 10-year (1958-67) simple aver- 
age yield was obtained for each county. 
For each annual yield in the 10-year 
period which was less than 80 percent of 
the 10-year average yield, a yield equal 
to 80 percent of such 10-year average was 
substituted. For each annual yield in 
the 10-year period which was more than 
140 percent of the 10-year average yield, 
a yield equal to 140 percent of such 10- 
year average was substituted. A simple 
average of the 10-year yields so adjusted 
was obtained for each county (referred 
to as the “weather-adjusted 10-year 
average”’). 

(3) The larger of the weather-adjusted 
5-year average or the weather-adjusted 
10-year average was used as the weather- 
adjusted county average yield. 

(4) In those counties in which the 
weather-adjusted 5-year average was 
higher than the weather-adjusted 10- 
year average, one-half of the difference 
between the weather-adjusted 5-year 
average and the weather-adjusted 10- 
year average was added to the weather- 
adjusted 5-year average as an adjust- 
ment for trends and significant changes 
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in production practices (referred to as 
the “weather-trend adjusted yield”). In 
those counties in which the weather-ad- 
justed 5-year average was less than the 
weather-adjusted 10-year average no 
trend adjustment was made and the 
weather-adjusted 10-year average was 
used as the weather-trend adjusted yield. 

(c) Preliminary county projected 
yields. Preliminary county projected 
yields were determined as follows: 

(1) A State weighted average of 
county weather-trend adjusted yields 
determined under paragraph (b) of this 
section was obtained by dividing (i) the 
sum of the products of the 1968 county 
allotments, including allocations from 
the State reserve for inequities and hard- 
ships, small farms, new farms, and set- 
aside, times the county weather-trend 
adjusted yields, under paragraph (b) (4) 
of this section, by (ii) the State total of 
1968 county allotments, including allo- 
cations from the State reserve for in- 
equities and hardships, small farms, new 
farms and set-aside. 

(2) A State yield factor was computed 
by dividing (i) the 1969 State projected 
yield determined under § 722.467 (33 F.R: 
15585) minus a State poundage reserve 
of approximately two pounds minus an 
estimated amount required to prevent 
any 1969 county preliminary projected 
yield from dropping below 95 percent of 
the 1968 county projected yield by (ii) 
the State weighted average of county 
weather-trend adjusted yields deter- 
mined under subparagraph (1) of this 
paragraph. 

(3) The preliminary county projected 
yield was obtained by multiplying the 
county weather-trend adjusted yield by 
the State yield factor. No county prelim- 
inary projected yield was allowed to drop 
below 95 percent of the 1968 county 
projected yield established under § 722.- 
484 (32 F.R. 16195). 

(d) County projected yields for 1969. 
The preliminary county projected yields 
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for each State established undei para- 
graph (c) of this section were reviewed 
by the State committee and on the basis 
of all available data, the State commit- 
tee adjusted such preliminary county 
projected yields, utilizing to the extent 
necessary the reserve poundage result- 
ing from subtracting (1) the sum of 
the products of the 1968 county allot- 
ments, including allocations from the 
State reserve for inequities and hard- 
ships, small farms, new farms, and set- 
aside, times the county preliminary pro- 
jected yields, obtained in paragraph (c) 
of this section, from (2) the sum of the 
products of the 1968 State allotment 
established under § 722.479 (32 F.R. 
14267) less the 1968 allotment in the 
State productivity pool established un- 
der § 722.483 (32 F.R. 16185) times the 
1969 State projected yield established 
under § 722.467 (33 F.R. 15585). The 
State total of the products of the result- 
ant recommended county projected 
yields times the 1968 county allotments, 
including allocations from the State re- 
serve for inequities and hardships, small 
farms, new farms, and set-aside, is 
within the State total of the 1968 State 
allotment less the 1968 allotment in the 
State productivity pool times the 1969 
State projected yield. A table setting 
forth the county projected yields for 
1969 is contained in § 722.471. 


§ 722.471 County allotments, alloca- 
tions to counties from the national 
and State reserves and county pro- 
jected yields for the 1969 crop of 
upland cotton. 

The following table sets forth the 
county allotment, allocation from the 
State’s share of the national reserve, al- 
locations from the State reserve, and 
the allotment in the State productivity 
pool, as determined under § 722.469. It 
also sets forth the county projected 
yields, as determined under § 722.470. 


STATE RESERVES, COUNTY ALLOTMENTS AND COUNTY PROJECTED YIELDS FoR 1969 CroP or UPLAND COTTON 


ALABAMA 
Allocation County Allocation 
Computed from State’s Adjustment allotment, from State County 
County or Parish county share of from State sum of ‘reserve for projected 
allotment national reserve for columns ae yield 
reserve trends (1), (2), and hard- 
and (3) ship cases 
@) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) 
Acres Acres Acres Acres Acres Lbs./Acre 

9, 005 237 0 9, 242 0 672 

2, 743 87 0 , 830 0 465 

13, 656 491 0 14, 147 0 425 

3, 760 83 0 , 843, 0 592 

16, 263 297 0 16, 560 0 474 

8, 473 116 0 8, 589 0 366 

9, 109 222 0 9, 331 0 72 

6, 544 128 0 6, 672 0 493 

8, 939 219 0 9, 158 0 497 

21, 233 954 0 22, 187 0 678 

9, 135 304 0 9, 439 0 490 

6, 206 186 0 6, 392 0 398 

5, 794 59 0 5, 853 0 370 

2, 057 0 0 2, 057 0 414 

1, 782 0 0 1, 782 0 386 

17, 354 419 0 17,773 0 416 

20, 893 479 0 21, 372 0 634 

11, 945 347 0 12, 292 0 26 

1, 201 0 0 1, 201 0 353 

15, 367 459 0 15, 826 0 440 

9, 479 237 0 9, 716 0 457 

31, 808 986 0 32, 794 0 554 

7, 983 207 0 8, 190 0 433 

25, 295 746 0 26, 041 0 501 

30, 303 1,512 0 31, 815 0 582 
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STATE RESERVES, COUNTY ALLOTMENTS AND COUNTY PROJECTED YIELDS FOR 1960 Ceor OF UPLAND COTTON 
TEXas—continued 


Allocation County Allocation from 
Computed from State’s Adjustment allotment State reserve for County 
County county share of from State (sum of projected 
allotment national reserve for columns(l1), Small Inequity yield 
trends (2), and (3)5 farms and hard- 
ship cases 


(3) (4) (5) (6) 3) 





Acres Acres Acres Acres Lbs./Acre 
28 41 51,790 619 
24 0 9, 657 
4 1 33, 383 
204 143, 143 
0 11, 186 
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(Secs. 301, 375, 52 Stat. 38, as amended, 63 Stat. 670, as amended, 52 Stat. 66, as amended; 
7 U.S.C. 1301, 1344, 1375) 


Effective date: Date of filing this document with the Director, Office of the 
Federal Register. 
Signed at Washington, D.C., on November 15, 1968. 


R. P. BEacH, 
Acting Administrator, 
Agricultural Stabilization and Conservation Service. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-13939; Filed, Nov. 15, 1968; 2:59 p.m.] 


PART 722—-COTTON 


Subpart—1969 Crop of Upland Cot- 
ton; Acreage Allotments and Mar- 
keting Quotas 


ALLOTMENTS, PROJECTED. YIELDS, AND 
ExPoRT MARKET ACREAGE RESERVE 


Correction 


In F.R. Doc. 68—12847 appearing at page 
15585 in the issue of Tuesday, October 22, 
1968, make the following change in 
§ 722.467(d) : Under “Determinations for 
purpose of” the first paragraph should 
read: 

(i) Section 722.467(d) (2) (i): 4.32 billion 
pounds. 


[Amat. 1] 
PART 730—RICE 


Subpart—Regulations for Determina- 
tion of Acreage Allotments for 
1969 and Subsequent Crops of Rice 


HEARING; TRANSFER OF PRODUCER RICE 
ALLOTMENTS BETWEEN COUNTIES 


Basis and purpose. The amendment 
herein is issued under and in accordance 
with the provisions of the Agricultural 
Adjustment Act of 1938, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 1281 et seq.). 

The purpose of this amendment is to 
provide that when an application for 
transfer of a producer allotment to an- 
other county has been approved and an 
application to allocate such transfer pro- 
ducer allotment to a farm has been timely 
filed, the county committee may, in lieu 
of a hearing, accept the farm operator’s 
listing of producers on his farm involved 
in cross-county allocations. 

Since rice farmers are planning rice 
farming operations for 1969 and will be 
allocating rice allotments to farms in the 
near future, it is important that this 
amendment be issued and made effective 
as soon as possible. Accordingly, it is 
hereby found that compliance with the 
notice, public procedure, and effective 
date requirements of 5 U.S.C. 533 is im- 
practicable and contrary to the public 
interest and this amendment shall be- 
come effective as provided herein. 

Section 730.72(h) of the subpart— 
Regulations for determination of .acre- 
age allotments for 1969 and subsequent 
crops of rice (33 F.R. 14520) is amended 
by adding a new sentence at the end 
thereof to read as follows: 


§ 730.72 Allocation of producer allot- 


ments to farms. 
. a . . + 
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(h) Hearing to determine status of a 
producer requesting allocation across 
county lines. * * * Notwithstanding the 
foregoing provisions of this para- 
graph, if the county committee other- 
wise has specific knowledge of the appli- 
cant’s intended participation in the 
production of rice on the farm to the 
extent indicated on the application, the 
county committee may request the farm 
operator to submit a listing of the pro- 
ducers who are transferring out-of- 
county allotment to his farm. The list 
shall state each such producer’s allot- 
ment contribution to the farm allotment 
and his interest in the rice crop to be 
produced on the farm. If the listing is 
acceptable to the county committee, no 
hearing will be required under this para- 
graph. 

(Secs. 353, 375, 52 Stat. 61, as amended, 66 
as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1353, 1375) 


Effective date: Date of publication in 
the FEDERAL REGISTER. 


Signed at Washington, D.C., on No- 
vember 22, 1968. 
H. D. Goprrey, 
Administrator, Agricultural Sta- 
bilization and Conservation 
Service. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-14262; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 





Chapter IX—Consumer and Marketing 
Service (Marketing Agreements and 
Orders; Fruits, Vegetables, Nuts), 
Department of Agriculture 


[Navel Orange Reg. 158] 


PART 907—NAVEL ORANGES 
GROWN IN ARIZONA AND DES- 
IGNATED PART OF CALIFORNIA 


Limitation of Handling 
§ 907.458 Navel Orange Regulation 158. 


(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the 
marketing agreement, as amended, and 
Order No. 907, as amended (7 CFR Part 
907, 33 F.R. 15471), regulating the 
handling of Navel oranges grown in 
Arizona and designated part of Cali- 
fornia, effective under the applicable 
provisions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601-674), and upon the basis of 
the recommendations and information 
submitted by the Navel Orange Admin- 
istrative Committee, established under 
the said amended marketing agreement 
and order, and upon other available in- 
formation, it is hereby found that the 
limitation of handling of such Navel 
oranges, as hereinafter provided, will 
tend to effectuate the declared policy of 
the act. 

(2) It is hereby further found that it 
is impracticable and contrary to the 
public interest to give preliminary notice, 
engage in public rule-making procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of this 
section until 30 days after publication 
hereof in the FepErRAL REGISTER. (5 U.S.C. 
553) because the time intervening be- 
tween the date when information upon 


which this section is based became avail- 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


able and the time when this section must 
become effective in order to effectuate 
the declared policy of the act is insuf- 
ficient, and a reasonable time is per- 
-mitted, under the circumstances, for 
preparation for such effective time; and 
good cause exists for making the provi- 
sions hereof effective as hereinafter set 
forth. The committee held an open meet- 
ing during the current week, after giving 
due notice thereof, to consider supply 
and market conditions for Navel oranges 
and the need for regulation; interested 
persons were afforded an opportunity to 
submit information and views at this 
meeting; the recommendation and sup- 
porting information for regulation dur- 
ing the period specified herein were 
promptly submitted to the Department 
after such meeting was held; the provi- 
sions of this section, including its effec- 
tive time, are identical with the aforesaid 
recommendation of the committee, and 
information concernnig such provisions 
and effective time has been disseminated 
among handlers of such Navel oranges; 
it is necessary, in order to effectuate the 
declared policy of the act, to make this 
section effective during the period herein 
specified; and compliance with this sec- 
tion will not require any special prepara- 
tion on the part of persons subject hereto 
which cannot be completed on or before 
the effective date hereof. Such committee 
meeting was held on November 26, 1968. 

(b) Order. (1) The respective quanti- 
ties of Navel oranges grown in Arizona 
and designated part of California which 
may be handled during the period No- 
vember 29, 1968, through December 5, 
1968, are hereby fixed as follows: 

(i) District 1: 807,000 cartons; 

(ii) District 2: Unlimited movement; 

(iii) District 3: 143,000 cartons. 

(2) As used in this section, “handled,” 
“District 1,” “District 2,” “District 3,” 
and “carton” have the same meaning as 
when used in said amended marketing 
agreement and order. 


(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
* 601-674) 


Dated: November 27, 1968. 


Paut A. NICHOLSON, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and 
Vegetable Division, Consumer 
and Marketing Service. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-14376; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
11:30 a.m.] 





Chapter XIV—Commodity Credit Cor- 
poration, Department of Agriculture 


[CCC Grain Price Support Reg., 1966 and 
Subsequent Years Tung Oil Warehouse- 
Stored Supp., Amdt. 2] 


SUBCHAPTER B—LOANS, PURCHASES, AND 
OTHER OPERATIONS 


PART 1421—GRAINS AND SIMILARLY 
HANDLED COMMODITIES 


Subpart—Tung Oil Warehouse-Stored 
Loan Program 


1968 Tune Ort Support Rate 


The Commodity Credit Corporation 
will support the price of 1968-crop tung 
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nuts by means of warehouse-stored 
loans on eligible 1968-crop tung oil un- 
der the terms and conditions set forth 
in the General Regulations Governing 
Price Support for the 1964 and Subse- 
quent Crops (rev. 1) (31 F.R. 5941), and 
any amendments thereto, as supple- 
mented by the Tung Oil Warehouse- 
Stored Loan Program Regulations, 31 
FR. 11932 and 32 F.R. 10783, as 
amended. In order to provide a price 
support loan rate for 1968-crop tung 
oil, § 1421.3695 of the Tung Oil Ware- 
house-Stored Loan Program Regula- 
tions, as amended, is hereby further 
amended to read as follows: 


§ 1421.3695 Support rate. 


Loans on eligible tung oil produced 

from 1966-crop tung nuts shall be made 
at the rate of 24 cents per pound. Loans 
on eligible tung oil produced from 1967- 
crop tung nuts shall be made at the rate 
of 24 cents per pound. Loans on eligible 
tung oil produced from 1968-crop tung 
nuts shall be made at the rate of 24.3 
cents per pound. 
(Sec. 4, 62 Stat. 1070, as amended; 15 U.S.C. 
714b. Interpret or apply sec. 5, 62 Stat. 1072, 
secs. 201, 401, 63 Stat. 1052, as amended, 
1054; 15 U.S.C. 714c, 7 U.S.C. 1446, 1421) 


Effective date. This amendment shall 
become effective upon filing with the Of- 
fice of the Federal Register for publica- 
tion. 


Signed at Washington, D.C., on No- 
vember 22, 1968. 
H. D. Goprrey, 
Executive Vice President, 
Commodity Credit Corporation. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-14261; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


Title 14—AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE 


Chapter I—Federal Aviation Admin- 
istration, Department of Transpor- 
tation 


SUBCHAPTER E—AIRSPACE 
[Airspace Docket No. 68-WE-64] 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, © 
AND REPORTING POINTS 


Alteration of Transition Area 


On October 10, 1968, a notice of pro- 
posed rule making was published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER (33 F.R. 15125) stat- 
ing that the Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration was considering an amendment 
to Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regu- 
lations which would alter the descrip- 
tion of the Burbank, Caljf., transition 
area by designating additional 700-foot 
transition area. 

Interested persons were afforded an 
opportunity to participate in the rule- 
making through submission of comments, 
suggestions, or objections. Due consid- 
eration was given to all relevant matters 
presented. 
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The California Aeronautics Division 
objected to the proposed airspace action 
and, in support of its position, submitted 
several matters which were considered. 
Relevant to the position of the California 
Aeronautics Division, the following anal- 
ysis appears pertinent: As stated in the 
notice, the proposed 700-foot transition 
area will allow use of minimum radar 
vectoring altitudes by lowering the alti- 
tudes currently in use by 500 feet. The 
proposed 700-foot transition area would 
lower the ceiling of the Controlled Air- 
space area to 700 feet above the surface. 
However, this would not impose undue 
restrictions on general aviation opera- 
tions in the area and would be of greater 
benefit to the flying public and provide 
for more efficient use of airspace. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
proposed amendment is hereby adopted 
without change. 


Effective date. This amendment shall 
be effective 0901 G.m.t., February 6, 1969. 


Issued in Los Angeles, Calif., on No- 
vember 19, 1968. 


LEE E. WARREN, 
Acting Director, Western Region. 


In § 71.181 (33 F.R. 2155) the 700-foot 
portion of the Burbank, Calif., transition 
area is amended to read as follows: 


BuRBANK, CALIF. 


That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface bounded by a line be- 
ginning at latitude 34°14’00”’ N., longitude 
118°27’00’’ W.; to latitude 34°14’00’’ N., lon- 
gitude 118°15’00’’ W.; to latitude 34°12’00’’ 
N., longitude 118°15’00’’ W.; to latitude 34°- 
12’00’’ N., longitude 117°59’00’’ W.; to lati- 
tude 33°56’00’’ N., longitude 117°59’00’’ W.; 
to latitude 33°56’00’’ N., longitude 118°07’- 
00’’ W.; to latitude 34°00’00’’ N., longitude 
118°07’00’’ W.; to latitude 34°00’00’’ N., lon- 
gitude 118°15’00’’ W.; to latitude 34°05’00’’ 
N., longitude 118°15’00’’ W.; to latitude 34°- 
05’00’’ N., longitude 118°33’00’’ W.; to lati- 
tude 34°02’30’’ N., longitude 118°33’00’’ W.; 
to latitude 34°02’30’’ N., longitude 118°53’- 
30’’ W.; to latitude 34°21’30’’ N., longitude 
118°53’00’’ W.; to latitude 34°30’30’’ N., lon- 
gitude 118°27'00’’ W.; thence to point of 
beginning. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-14271: Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 68-WE-76] 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 


Alteration of Transition Area 


On October 10, 1968, a notice of pro- 
posed rule making was published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER (33 F.R. 15126) stating 
that the Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion was considering an amendment to 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula- 
tions that would alter the Medford, 
Oreg., transition area. 

Interested persons were afforded an 
opportunity to participate in the rule- 
making through submission of com- 
ments.- All comments received were 
favorable. 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


Subsequent to the publication of the 
notice of proposed rule making in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER, it was noted that a 
very small portion of airspace south of 
Medford, currently designated as 1,200- 
foot transition area, had been inadvert- 
ently omitted in the proposal. This 
portion of airspace is included in the 
Federal rule. 


In consideration of the foregoing the 
proposed amendment is hereby adopted 
subject to the following change: 


In the 14th line of the description of 
the Medford, Oreg.; transition area after 
“* * * V-23W;” add the following, 
“that airspace south of Medford bounded 
on the north by latitude 42°04’00’’ N., 
on the east by the west edge of V-—23 and 
on the west by the east edge of V- 
ae ee, 


Effective date. This amendment shall 
be effective 0901 G.m.t., February 6, 1969. 


Issued in Los Angeles, Calif., on No- 
vember 19, 1968. 
LEE E. WARREN, 
Acting Director, Western Region. 


In § 71.181 (33 F.R. 2217) the Medford, 
Oreg., transition area is amended to read 
as follows: 

MEDFORD, OREG. 


That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within 2 miles each 
side of the Medford ILS localizer northwest 
course, extending from 3 to 9 miles north- 
west of the OM; that airspace extending 
upward from 1,200 feet above the surface 
within a 23-mile radius of the Medford 
VORTAC; that airspace extending from the 
23-mile radius area bounded on the north 
by latitude 42°28’00’’ N., on the east by the 
arc of a 40-mile radius circle centered on the 
Klamath Falls, Oreg. VORTAC, on the south 
by latitude 42°04’00’’ N., and on the south- 
west by the southwest edge of V-23W; that 
airspace south of Medford, bounded on the 
north by latitude 42°04’00’’ N., on the east 
by the west edge of V-23 and on the west by 
the east edge of V-23W; that airspace north 
of Medford within 16 miles west and 11 miles 
east of the Medford VORTAC 353° radial, ex- 
tending from 25 to 65 miles north of the 
VORTAC, and that airspace extending up- 
ward from 6,200 feet MSL within 5 miles 
each side of the Medford VORTAC 271° ra- 
dial, extending from the 23-mile radius area 
to V-27. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-14272; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:47 am.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 67—-EA-120] 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 


Designation of Additional Control 
Area and Reporting Points and 
Alteration of Transition Area 


On July 17, 1968, a notice of proposed 
rule making was published in the Frep- 
ERAL REGISTER (33 F.R. 10212) stating 
that the Federal Aviation Administration 
(FAA) was considering the designation 
of additional control area No. 1149, alter- 
ation of the Norfolk, Va., transition area 


and designation of the Croaker Intersec- 


tion high and low altitude reporting 
point. F 

Interested persons were afforded an 
opportunity to participate in the pro- 
posed rule making through the submis- 
sion of comments. The comment received 
from the Air Transport Association of 
America reflected concurrence in the 
proposed actions. The comment received 
from the National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration (NASA) Wallops Station, 
Wallops Island, Va., expressed concern 
over the proposed reconfiguration of 
Warning Areas Nos. W-386 and W-72 
and the proposed designation of Control 
Area 1149. 

Subsequent to publication of the notice 
the FAA and NASA agreed to procedural 
handling of NASA activities and are cur- 
rently accomplishing a letter of agree- 
ment. No other comments were received 
in response to the notice. 

Although not mentioned in the notice, 
the FAA has determined a requirement 
for air traffic control purposes to desig- 
nate herein the Croaker Intersection as 
a DME reporting point in addition to 
the other reporting points proposed. 

In consideration of the foregoing, 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regu- 
lations is amended, effective 0901 G.m.t., 
February 6, 1969, as hereinafter set forth. 

1. Section 171.163 (33 F.R. 2051) is 
amended by adding the following: 


. CONTROL 1149 


That airspace within tangent lines drawn 
from the circumference of a 5-mile radius 
circle centered on the Norfolk, Va., VORTAC 
088° radial at Long. 75°32’00’’ W. to the 
circumference of a 15-mile radius circle cen- 
tered on the Norfolk, Va., VORTAC 088° 
radial on the west boundary of the New York 
Oceanic Control Area at Lat. 36°57’30’’ N., 
Long. 73°00’00’’ W., excluding the portion 
below 2,000 feet MSL outside the United 
States. 


2. In § 71.181 (33 F.R. 2137, 3508), 
Norfolk, Va., is amended by deleting 
“thence south along the west boundary 
of W-386 and W-72 to latitude 36°19’00’’ 
N., longitude 75°44’45’’ W.,” and substi- 
tuting “thence south along the west 
boundary of W-386 to latitude 37°00’00’’ 
N., longitude 75°32’00’’ W.; thence to 
latitude 36°49’25’’ N., longitude 75°32’- 
00’’ W.; thence westerly and southerly 
along the north and west boundary of 
W-72 to latitude 36°19’00’’ N., longitude 
15°44’45’’ W.;” therefor. 

3. Section 71.207 (33 F.R. 2287) is 
amended by adding the following: 

a. Croaker INT: INT Norfolk, Va., 088° and 
Sea Isle, N.J., 146° radials. 

b. Croaker DME INT: Norfolk, Va., 


VORTAC 088° radial, 154 nautical miles from 
Norfolk VORTAC. 


4. Section 71.209 (33 F.R. 2290) is 
amended by adding the following: 


Croaker INT: INT of 073° bearing Weeks- 
ville, N.C., RBN, and the west boundary of 
New York Oceanic Control Area at latitude 
36°57'30’’ N., longitude 73°00’00’’ W. 


(Secs. 307(a), 1110, Federal Aviation Act of 
1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348, 1510); Executive Order 
10854 (24 F.R. 9565); sec. 6(c), Department 
of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C, 1655(c) ) 
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Issued in Washington, D.C., on No- 
vember 21, 1968. 
H. B. HELSTROM, 
Chief, Airspace and Air 
Traffic Rules Division. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-14273; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 





[Airspace Docket No. 68-WE-46] 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 


Designation of Control Zone 


On June 14, 1968, a notice of proposed 
rule making was published in the Fep- 
ERAL REGISTER (33 F.R. 8744) stating 
that the Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion was considering an amendment to 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula- 
tions that would designate a control zone 
for Disneyland Heliport, Anaheim, Calif. 

Interested persons were given 30 days 
in which to submit written comments, 
suggestions, or objections. . Objections 
were received from the California Aero- 
nautics Division, the city of Anaheim, 
and the Department of the Navy. These 
objections were subsequently withdrawn 
and the proposed amendment is hereby 
adopted subject to the following change. 
. Delete the geographic coordinates of the 
Disneyland Heliport ‘“* * * (latitude 
33°48’40’’ N., longitude 117°55’34’’ W.), 
* * *” and substitute “* * * (latitude 
33°48’40’’ N., longitude 117°55’30’’ W.), 
* * *” therefor. 


Effective date. This amendment shall 
be effective 0901 G.m.t., January 9, 1969. 


Issued in Los Angeles, Calif., on Sep- 
tember 12, 1968. 
Lywnn L. HINK, 
Acting Director, Western Region. 


In § 71.171 (33 F.R. 2058) the following 
control zone is added: 


ANAHEIM, CALIF. (DISNEYLAND HELIPORT) 


Within a 3-mile radius of Disneyland Heli- 
port (latitude 33°48'40’’ N., longitude 
117°55’30’’ W.), excluding that airspace with- 
in the Fullerton and Long Beach, Calif., air- 
port control zones. This control zone is 
effective during the specific dates and times 
established in advance by a Notice to Airmen. 
The effective date and time thereafter will 
be continuously published in the Airman’s 
Information Manual. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-14274; Filed, Nov. 27, 
8:47 a.m.] 


1968; 





[Airspace Docket No. 68-EA-28] 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 


PART 75—ESTABLISHMENT OF JET 
ROUTES 


Designation and Revocation of Do- 
mestic High Altitude Reporting 
Points; Establishment, Alteration, 
and Revocation of Jet Routes 


On July 25, 1968, a notice of proposed 
rule making was published in the FepERAL 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 
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REGISTER (33 F.R. 10579) stating that the 
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) 
was considering amendments to Parts 71 
and 75 of the Federal Aviation Regula- 
tions which would alter several jet routes 
and high altitude reporting points in the 
northeast portion of the United States. 
Three companion notices of proposed rule 
making (Airspace Docket Nos. 68—-EA-34, 
68—EA-—50, and 68—EA-52) were published 
in the FepERAL REGISTER on July 23, 1968, 
and July 25, 1968, which proposed several 
other alterations to jet routes and high 
altitude reporting points in the north- 
eastern portion of the United States. 

Included in the notice of proposed rule 
making was the proposed realignment of 
J-43 from Knoxville, Tenn., via Fal- 
mouth, Ky., and Rosewood, Ohio, to 
Salem, Mich. The Salem VORTAC fre- 
quency change, which is required for 
such alignment, is now scheduled for 
January 10, 1969. Therefore, that portion 
of J-43, which is north of Rosewood, is 
aligned temporarily herein via Rosewood 
VORTAC radial which overlies the site of 
the Salem VORTAC. After appropriate 
change of the Salem VORTAC frequency, 
J-—43 will be realigned as proposed in the 
notice. 

Interested persons were afforded an 
opportunity to participate in the pro- 
posed rule making through the submis- 
sion of comments. All comments 
received were favorable. 

In consideration of the foregoing, 
Parts 71 and 75 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations are amended, effective 0901 
G.m.t., January 9, 1969, as hereinaster 
set forth. 

1. Section 71.207 (33 F.R. 2287) is 
amended as follows: 

a. Lexington, Ky., and Dayton, Ohio, 
are deleted. 

b. Falmouth, Ky., and Rosewood, Ohio, 
are added. 

2. Section 75.100 (33 F.R. 2349, 5353, 
5215) is amended as follows: 

a. In the text of Jet Route No. 24, all 
after “Indianapolis, Ind.,” is deleted and 
“Falmouth, Ky.; Charleston, W. Va.; to 
Richmond, Va.” is substituted therefor. 

b. In the text of Jet Route No. 29, all 
between “Evansville, Ind.;” and “Syra- 
cuse, N.Y.;” is deleted, and “INT of 
Evansville 051° and Rosewood, Ohio, 230° 


radials; Rosewood; Cleveland, Ohio; 
Jamestown, N.Y.;” is substituted 
therefor. 


c. In the caption and text of Jet Route 
No. 39, “Dayton, Ohio” is deleted and 
“Rosewood, Ohio” is substituted therefor. 

d. In the text of Jet Route No. 43, all 
after “Knoxville, Tenn.;” is deleted, and 
“Falmouth, Ky.; Rosewood, Ohio; to the 


INT of Rosewood 009° and Pullman, 
Mich., 091° radials.” is substituted 
therefor. 


e. In the text of Jet Route No. 82, 
“Erie, Pa.;” is deleted and “Jamestown, 
N.Y.;” is substituted therefor. 

f. In the caption of Jet Route No. 134, 
“St. Louis, Mo.” is deleted and “Front 
Royal, Va.” is substituted therefor. In the 
text of Jet Route No. 134, “to St. Louis, 
Mo.” is deleted, and “St. Louis, Mo.; Fal- 
mouth, Ky.; INT of Falmouth 085° and 






FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 33, NO. 232——THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 28, 1968 


Front Royal, Va., 264° radials; to Front 
Royal.” is substituted therefor. 

g. Jet Route No. 152 is added as 
follows: 

Jet Route No. 152 (From Capital, Ill., to Ell- 
wood City, Pa.). 

From Capital, Ill., via INT of Capital 091° 
and Rosewood, Ohio, 263° radials; Rose- 
wood; INT of Rosewood 083° and Ellwood 
City, Pa., 256° radials; to Ellwood City. 


(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958 


(49 U.S.C. 1348); sec. 6(c), Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c) ) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on No- 
vember 21, 1968. 
H. B. HELSTRom, 
Chief, Airspace and Air 
Traffic Rules Division. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-14275; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 





[Airspace Docket No. 68—-EA-34] 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 


PART 75—ESTABLISHMENT OF JET 
ROUTES 


Designation and Revocation of Do- 
mestic High Altitude Reporting 
Points; Establishment, Alteration, 
and Revocation of Jet Routes 


On July 25, 1968, a notice of proposed 
rule making was published in the FepERAL 
REGISTER (33 F.R. 10580) stating that the 
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) 
was considering amendments to Parts 
71 and 75 of the Federal Aviation Regu- 
lations which would alter several jet 
routes and high altitude reporting points 
in the northeast portion of the United 
States. Three companion notices of pro- 
posed rule making (Airspace Docket Nos. 
68-EA-28, 68-EA-50, and 68—-EA-52) 
were published in the FepERAL REGISTER 
on July 23, 1968, and July 25, 1968, which 
proposed several other alterations to jet 
routes and high altitude reporting points 
in the northeastern portion of the United 
States. 

Included in the notice of proposed rule 
making was the realignment of Jet Route 
No. 518 between Westminster, Md., and 
Salem, Mich. It has been determined that 
further study of air traffic flow patterns 
and procedures will be required in order 
to determine the appropriate alignment 
for this route. Therefore, no action is 
taken at this time to alter Jet Route No. 
518. 

The notice of proposed rule making 
also included: (1) Realignment of Jet 
Route No. 70 from Pullman, Mich., via 
Salem, Mich., and Jamestown, N.Y., to 
Huguenot, N.Y.; and (2) realignment of 
Jet Route No. 85 from Cleveland, Ohio, 
to Salem, Mich. These realignments are 
accomplished herein by use of radials of 
adjacent VORTACs to overlie the site 
of Salem VORTAC. After appropriate 
change of the Salem VORTAC frequency, 
Jet Route Nos. 70 and 85 will be realigned 
as proposed in the notice. 
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Interested persons were afforded an 
opportunity to participate in the pro- 
posed rule making through the submis- 
sion of comments. All comments received 
were favorable. 

In consideration of the foregoing, 
Parts 71 and 75 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations are amended, effective 0901 
Gm+t., January 9, 1969, as hereinafter 
set forth. 

1. Section 71.207 (33 F.R. 2287). is 
amended as follows: 

a. Erie, Pa., is deleted. 

b. Carleton, Mich., Hancock, N.Y., 
Putnam, Conn., and Jamestown, N.Y., 
are added. 

2. Section 75.100 (33 F.R. 2349, 8434, 
11451) is amended as follows: 

a. In the text of Jet Route No. 53 
“Allegheny, Pa.; Erie, Pa.;” is deleted, 
and “INT of Pulaski 015° and Ellwood 
City, Pa., 177° radials; Ellwood City;” 
is substituted therefor. 

b. In the text of Jet Route No. 63, all 
after “Huguenot, N.Y.;” is deleted, and 
“INT of Huguenot 321° and Syracuse, 
N.Y., 149° radials; to Syracuse.” is sub- 
stituted therefor. 

c. In Jet Route No. 68 the caption is 
amended by deleting “Providence, R.I.” 
and substituting “Jamestown, N.Y.” 
therefor; and the text is amended to 
read: “From Jamestown, N.Y. via Han- 
cock, N.Y.; INT of Hancock 082° and 
Putnam, Conn., 293° radials; Putnam; 
Providence, R.I.; to Nantucket, Mass.” 

d. In Jet Route No. 70 the caption is 
altered by adding “(Joins Canadian High 
Level Airway No. 70)”, and the text is 
altered by deleting all after “Pullman, 
Mich.;” and substituting “INT of Pull- 
man 091° and Jamestown, N.Y., 275° 
radials; Jamestown; Huguenot, N.Y.; to 
Kennedy, N.Y. That airspace within 
Canada is excluded.” therefor. 

e. In Jet Route No. 85 the caption is 
changed to read “(Miami, Fla., to Salem, 
Mich.) (Joins Canadian High Level Air- 
way No. 85)”, and in the text “Windsor, 
Ont., Canada.” is deleted, and “the INT 
of Cleveland 315° and Pullman, Mich., 
091° radials,” is substituted therefor. 

f. Jet Route No. 554 is rewritten as 
follows: 


Jet Route No. 554 (Carleton, Mich., to Buf- 
falo, N.Y.). (Joins Canadian High Level Air- 
way No. 554.) 

From Carleton, Mich., to Buffalo, N.Y. That 
airspace within Canada is excluded. 


g. Jet Route No. 586 is rewritten as 
follows: 


Jet Route No. 586 (Carleton, Mich., to United 
States/Canadian Border near Massena, 
N.Y.). (Joins Canadian High Level Airway 
No. 586.) 

From Carleton, Mich., via London, Ont., 
Canada; Stirling, Ont., Canada; Massena, 
N.Y.; to St. Jean, Quebec, Canada. That 
airspace within Canada is excluded. 


h. In Jet Route No. 90 the caption is 
altered by deleting “the United States/ 
Canadian border” and_ substituting 
“Northbrook, Ill.” therefor; and the text 
is altered by deleting all after “North- 
brook, I1l., 293° radials;” and substituting 
“to Northbrook.” therefor. 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


i. In Jet Route No. 91 the caption is 
altered by deleting “the United States/ 
Canadian border’ and_ substituting 
“Cleveland, Ohio” therefor; and the text 
is altered by deleting all after ‘“‘Cleve- 
land, Ohio, 172° radials;” and sub- 
stituting “to Cleveland.” therefor. 

j. Jet Route No. 522 is added as 
follows: 


Jet Route No. 522 (From the United States/ 
Canadian border to Huguenot, N.Y.). 
(Joins Canadian High Level Airway No. 
522.) 


From Kleinburg, Ont., Canada, via Hancock, 
N.Y., to Huguenot, N.Y., excluding the air- 
space within Canada. 


k. Jet Route No. 549 is deleted. 
1. Jet Route No. 550 is deleted. 
(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958 


(49 U.S.C. 1348); sec. 6(c), Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c) ) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on Novem- 
ber 21, 1968. 


H. B. HELSTRoM, 
Chief, Airspace and Air 
Traffic Rules Division. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-14276; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 68-EA-52] 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 


PART 75—ESTABLISHMENT OF JET 
ROUTES 


Designation and Revocation of Do- 
mestic High Altitude Reporting 
Points; Establishment, Alteration, 
and Revocation of Jet Routes 


On July 23, 1968, a notice of proposed 
rule making was published in the Ferp- 
ERAL REGISTER (33 F.R. 10460) stating 
that the Federal Aviation Administration 
(FAA) was considering amendments to 
Parts 71 and 75 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations which would alter several 
jet routes and high altitude reporting 
points in the northeast portion of the 
United States. Three companion notices 
of proposed rule making (Airspace Dock- 
ets Nos. 68—-EA-28, 68—-EA-34, and 68—- 
EA-50) were published in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER on July 23, 1968, and July 25, 
1968, which proposed several other alter- 
ations to jet routes and high altitude re- 
porting points in the northeastern por- 
tion of the United States. 

The notice of proposed rule making 
included proposed alterations to Jet 
Route Nos. 48, 60, and 78 which were de- 
pendent upon a change to the frequency 
of the Solberg, N.J., VORTAC. This fre- 
quency change is now scheduled for Jan- 
uary 10, 1969, after which action will be 
effected to alter Jet Routes 48, 60, and 78 
as proposed in the notice. 

Interested persons were afforded an 
opportunity to participate in the pro- 
posed rule making through the submis- 
sion of comments. All comments received 
were favorable. 


In consideration of the foregoing, 
Parts 71 and 75 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations are amended, effective 0901 
G.m.t., January 9, 1969, as hereinafter 
set forth. 

1. Section 71.207 (33 F.R. 2287) is 
amended as follows: 

a. Herndon, Va., and Yardley, Pa., are 
deleted. 

b. Casanova, Va., 
N.J., are added. 

2. Section 75.100 (33 F.R. 2349, 9335) 
is amended as follows: 

a. In the text of Jet Route No. 6 
“Yardley, Pa.,” is deleted and “INT of 
Westminster 080° and Robbinsville, N.J., 
247° radials; Robbinsville;” is substi- 
tuted therefor. 

b. In the text of Jet Route No. 8 all 
after “Charleston, W. Va.;” is deleted 
and “Casanova, Va.; INT of Casanova 
051° and Robbinsville, N.J., 247° radials; 
Robbinsville; to Kennedy, N.Y.” is 
substituted therefor. 

c. In the text of Jet Route No. 42 all 
after “Beckley, W. Va.;” is deleted and 
“Casanova, Va.; INT of Casanova 051° 
and Robbinsville, N.J., 247° radials; Rob- 
binsville; to Kennedy, N.Y.” is substi- 
tuted therefor. 

d. In the text of Jet Route No. 64 
“Yardley, Pa.;” is deleted and “Robbins- 
ville, N.J.;” is substituted therefor. 

e. In the caption and text of Jet Route 
No. 575 “Kennedy, N.Y.,” is deleted and 
“Putnam, Conn.,” is substituted therefor. 

f. In Jet Route No. 581 the caption is 
amended by deleting “Bangor, Maine” 
and substituting “Hampton, N.Y.” there- 
for; and the text is amended by deleting 
all before “Bangor, Maine,” and substi- 
tuting “From Hampton, N.Y., via Provi- 
dence, R.I.; Boston, Mass.; Kennebunk, 
Maine;” therefor. 

g. Jet Route No. 147 is added as 
follows: 


Jet Route No. 147 (Beckley, W. Va., to Gor- 
donsville, Va.) From Beckley, W. Va., to 
Gordonsville, Va. 


h. Jet Route No. 149 is added as 
follows: 


and Robbinsville, 


Jet Route No. 149 (Casanova, Va., to Apple- 
ton, Ohio). From Casanova, Va., via INT 
of Casanova 280° and Appleton, Ohio, 122° 
radials; to Appleton. 

_ i. In Jet Route No. 77 the caption is 

amended by deleting “the United 

States/Canadian Border” and substitut- 

ing “Boston, Mass.” therefor; and the 

text is amended by deleting all after 

“Huguenot, N.Y.;” and substituting “to 

Boston, Mass.” therefor. 

j. Jet Route No. 142 is revoked. 
(Sec. 307(a) Federal Aviation Act of 1958 


(49 U.S.C. 1348); sec. 6(c), Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c) ) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., 
November 21, 1968. 


H.B. HELSTRoM, 
Chief, Airspace and Air 
Traffic Rules. Division. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-14277; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


on 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


SUBCHAPTER F—AIR TRAFFIC AND GENERAL OPERATING RULES 
[Reg. Docket No. 9285; Amdt. 624] 


PART 97—STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURES 


Miscellaneous Amendments 


The amendments to the standard instrument approach procedures contained herein are adopted to become effective 
when indicated in order to promote safety. The amended procedures supersede the existing procedures of the same classi- 
fication now in effect for the airports specified therein. For the convenience of the users, the complete procedure is repub- 
lished in this amendment indicating the changes to the existing procedures. 

As a situation exists which demands immediate action in the interests of safety in air commerce, I find that compliance 
with the notice and procedure provisions of the Administrative Procedure Act is impracticable and that good cause exists for 
making this amendment effective within less than 30 days from publication. 

In view of the foregoing and pursuant to the authority delegated to me by the Administrator (24 F.R. 5662), Part 97 (14 
CFR Part 97) is amended as follows: 


1. By amending § 97.11 of Subpart B to amend low or medium frequency range (L/MF), automatic direction finding 
(ADF) and very high frequency omnirange (VOR) procedures as follows: 


STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TyPEs NDB (ADF) 


Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. Distances are in nautical miles 
unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles. 

Ifan instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator. Initial approaches shall be made over specifi 
routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 








Transition Ceiling and visibility minimums 
2-engine or less More than 
Course and Minimum 2 gine, 
From— To— distance altitude Condition 65 knots More more than 
(feet) or less than 65 65 knots 


knots 


ES eee odamen CERES 





Procedure turn E side of crs, 339° Outbnd, 159° Inbnd, 2100’ within 10 miles. Final approach from holding pattern at EU LOM not authorized, procedure turn required. 
Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 1500’. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 159°—3.7 miles. 

Note: All turns to be made on the E side of the crs; high terrain to W. , : 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 3.7 miles after passing EU LOM, turn right and climb 
direct to EU LOM, thence continue climb to 2600’ on ers 339° Outbnd, 159° Inbnd, within 10 miles of EU LOM or, when directed by ATO, turn right, climb to 3100’ on R 
252° EUG VOR within 10 miles. 

Caution: High terrain E and W. 

% Takeoffs all runways: Climb on the EUG VOR R 355° within 10 miles to cross the EUG VOR southeastbound V23, 900’; southbound V23W, 900’; westbound R 252, 
1000’; northeastbound V121, 1600’. 

MSA within 25 miles of facility: 000°-180°—4900’; 180°-270°—4500’ ; 270°-360°—5100’. 


City, Eugene; State, Oreg.; Airport name, Mahlon Sweet Field; Elev., 365’; Fac. Class., LOM; Ident., EU; Procedure No. NDB (ADF) Runway 16, Amdt. 18; Eff. date, 12 
Dec. 68; Sup. Amdt. No. 17; Dated, 4 Jan. 68 















CE i isisre indccncddecnimdcting each simply EP ea antes iaeningenaiiicn eee 3500 T-dn#*__........ 600-1 600-1 600-1 


C-dn#.-------. = -1100-1%_—«:1100-16 1100-2 
eas NA NA NA 


Procedure turn § side of crs, 266° Outbnd, 086° Inbnd, 3500’ within 10 miles. 
Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, . 
Crs and distance, facility to airport, 086°—2.7 miles. : 
If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 2.7 miles after passing LCI NDB climb on 086° mag- 
netic bearing from LCI NDB to 2000’, then left-climbing turn to 3500’ direct LCI NDB. Hold W of LCI NDB, 1-minute, right turns, 086° Inbnd. 
— (1) Approach from a holding pattern not authorized, procedure turn required. (2) Use Concord altimeter setting. (3) Facility must be monitored aurally during 
approach. 
Me CAUTION: 1000’ to 2400’ terrain, from 1 to 5 miles, in the southern quadrant of ret. 
Departures: Runway 26, make right-climbing turn to 2300’ or above direct LCI NDB. Continue climb in holding pattern to MHA 3500’ or MEA, for direction of flight. 
Runway 8, make left-climbing turn to 2300’ or above direct LCI NDB. Continue climb in holding pattern to MHA 3500’ or MEA, for direction of flight. 
#Night operations on Runways 8/26 only. 
*No takeoffs on Runways 17/35. 
MSA within 25 miles of facility: 000°-090°—5400’; 090°-180°—3400’; 180°-270°—4000°; 270’-360°—5100’. 


City, Laconia; State, N.H.; Airport name, Laconia Municipal; Elev., 552’; Fac. Class., MHW; Ident., LCI; Procedure No. NDB(ADF) Runway 8, Amdt. 5; Eff. date, 12 Dee. 
68; Sup. Amdt. No. ADF 1, Amdt. 4; Dated, 26 Nov. 66 






















Gorham Int - --_-. 


... Whitefield NDB _. i Ce icc cedetoann 1500-2 1500-2 1500-2 
Berlin NDB--- 


te ET Oe Sate enepetédinnontada SP atttiioniicnan 6500 C-d 








Procedure turn N side of crs, 265° Outbnd, 085° Inbnd, 4600’ within 10 miles. 
Minimum altitude over facility of final approach crs, 3772’. 

It cist SS plished a horized landi 

visual contact not esta upon descent to author anding minimums or if landing not accomplished within 0 mile of HIE NDB, make an immediate ] imbi 

turn to enter the holding pattern. Continue climb in the holding pattern to 6500’. Hold W of HIE NDB, bes? Inbnd, 1 minute, left turns. ne 
ouk' OTEs: (1) Use Montpelier, Vt., altimeter setting. (2) Facility must be monitored aurally during this procedure. (3) Minimum communication altitude with Boston A RTCC, 
Climb out procedure: Climb in the holding pattern to MEA for direction of flight. 
MSA within 25 miles of facility: 000°-090°—5200’; 090°-180°—7400’; 180°-270°—6300’; 270°-360°—4600’. 


City, Whitefield; State, N.H.; Airport name, Whitefield Regional; Elev., 1072’; Fac. Class., MHW; Ident., HIE; Procedure No. NDB (ADF)-1, A: . 2; Eff. d 12 Dec. 68; 
. Sup. Amdt. No. ADF 1, Amdt. 1; Dated, 27 Mar. 66 tsi tienes Penne 
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STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH ProcepurE—TyPse VOR 


Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. Distances are in nautical miles 
unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles. 


If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure, 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator. Initial approaches shall be made over specified 
routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 


Transition Ceiling and visibility minimums 


2-engine or less More than 
Course and Minimum ——_—————_——_ 2-engine, 


distance altitude Condition 65 knots More more than 
(feet) or less — 65 knots 
nots 








12-mile DME Fix, R 010° counter-clockwise._... 12-mile DME Fix, R 347°____ 12-mile DME Arc. T-dn%.......... 


300-1 200-14 
800-1 800-114 
12-mile DME Fix, R 332°, clockwise__........... 12-mile DME Fix, R 347°__...__....... 12-mile DME Are_ i intninnnn 800-2 800-2 
ADF/VOR or DME minimums: 
C-dn 500-1 


800-2 
12-mile DME Fix, R 347°. 4-mile DME Fix, R 347° (final)__...... Direct............- 500-1 500-114 
400-1 400-1 





Procedure turn W side of crs, 347° Outbnd, 167° Inbnd, 2700’ within 10 miles. 

Final approach from holding pattern at EUG VOR not ae turn required. 

Minimum altitude over Junction City Int/EUG R 347°, 4- mile DME Fix on final approach crs, 1165’. 

Crs and distance, Junction City Int/EUG R 347°, 4-mile DME Fix to airport, 167°—3.4 miles; breakoff point to approach end on Runway 16, 159°—0.6 mile (MM). 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 0 mile after passing EUG VOR, turn right, climb to 
2600’ on R 355° within 10 miles or, when directed by ATC, turn right and climb to 4000’ on R 252° EUG VOR within 10 miles of E UG vo R. 

CavutIoNn: High terrain E and W. 


#400-%4 authorized with operative HIRL, exce pt for 4-engine turbojets. 400-14 authorized with operative ALS, except for 4-engine turbojets. 


%Takeofis all runways: Climb on the Eugene VOR R 355° within 10 miles to cross the EUG VOR southeastbound V23, southbound V23W, 900’; westbound R 252° 1000’, 
northeastbound V121, 1600’. 


MSA within 25 miles of facility: 000°-180°—4900’; 180°-270°—4500’; 270-360°—5100’. 


City, Eugene; State, Oreg.; Airport name, Mahlon Sweet Field; Elev., 365’; Fac. Class., L-BVO RTAC; Ident., EUG; Procedure No. VOR Runway 16, Amdt. 12; Eff. date, 
12 Dec. 68; Sup. Amdt. No. 11; Dated, 4 Jan. 68 


2. By amending § 97.11 of Subpart B to delete low or medium frequency range (L/MF), automatic direction finding 
(ADF) and very high frequency omnirange (VOR) procedures as follows: 

Hazleton, Pa.—Hazleton Municipal, ADF 1, Amdt. 6, 21 Jan. 1967 (established under Subpart C). 

Reed City, Mich.—Miller, ADF 1, Orig., 6 Nov. 1965 (established under Subpart C). 

Shenandoah, Ia.—Municipal, ADF 1, Orig., 11 Nov. 1965 (established under Subpart C). 

Troutdale, Ore.—Portland-Troutdale, ADF 1, Amdt. 1, 16 Oct. 1965 (established under Subpart C). 

Tyler, Tex.—Pounds Field, ADF 1, Amdt. 5, 11 Apr. 1964 (established under Subpart C). 

Emporia, Kans.—Emporia Municipal, VOR 1, Amdt. 5, 13 Aug. 1966 (established under Subpart C). 

Hazleton, Pa.—Hazleton Municipal, VOR 1, Amdt. 2, 21 Jan. 1967 (established under Subpart C). 


3. By amending § 97.11 of Subpart B to cancel low or medium frequency range (L/MF), automatic direction finding 
(ADF) and very high frequency omnirange (VOR) procedures as follows: 


Paterson, N.J.—Totowa Wayne, ADF 1, Orig., 19 June 1965, canceled, effective 12 Dec. 1968. 


4. By amending § 97.15 of Subpart B to amend very high frequency omnirange-distance measuring equipment (VOR/DME) 
procedures as follows: 


STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TyPE VOR/DME 
Bearings, headings, courses and radials are a Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. Distances are in nautical miles 
C) 


unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles. 


If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure, 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator. Initial approaches shall be made over specified 
routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 


Transition Ceiling and visibility minimums 


2-engine or less More than 
Course and Minimum —_——————— 2-engine, 


distance altitude Condition 65 knots More more than 
(feet) or less = = 65 knots 
no} 


26-mile DME Fix, R 152° 14-mile DME Fix, R 152° EE eee 
Vaughn VHF/DME Int counterclockwise 14-mile DME Fix, R 152°_............. 14-mile DME arc_- 


Procedure turn not authorized. Approach crs starts at 14-mile DME Fix, EUG R 152°. 


nm oe over 14-mile DME Fix, R 152° on final approach ers, 3100’; over mile DME Fix R 152°, 2500’; over 5-mile DME Fix R 152°, 1800’; over 2.5-mile DME 
x R 152°, . 


If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 0 mile of EUG VOR, climb to 2600’ on EUG R 355° 
within 10 miles; or, when directed by ATC, climb to 4000’ on EUG R 355° within 10 miles. 


%Takeoft ail runways: Climb on EUG VOR R 355° within 10 miles to cross EUG VOR for direction of flight; southeastbound V23 and southbound V23W, 900’, westbound 
R 252°, 1000’, northeastbound V121, 1600’. 


MSA within 25 miles of facility: 000°-180°—4900’; 180°-270°—4500’ ; 270°-360°—5100’. 


City, Eugene; State, Oreg.; Airport name, Mahlon Sweet Field; Elev., 365’; Fac. Class., L-BVORTAC; Ident., EUG; Procedure No. VOR/DME Runway 34, Amdt. 1; Eff. 
date, 12 Dec. 68; Sup. Amdt. No. Orig.; Dated, 4 Jan. 68 
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5. By amending § 97.15 of Subpart B to delete very high frequency omnirange-distance measuring equipment (VOR/DME) 
procedures as follows: 

West Memphis, Ark.—West Memphis Municipal, VOR/DME 1, Orig., 15 Sept. 1966 (established under Subpart C). 

West Memphis, Ark.—West Memphis Municipal, VOR/DME 2, Orig., 15 Sept. 1966 (established under Subpart C). 


6. By amending § 97.17 of Subpart B’to amend instrument landing system (ILS) procedures as follows: 


STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TyYPre ILS 


Bearings, headings, courses and radials are pe. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. Distances are in nautical miles 
unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles. 


Ifan instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach 


PD procedure, 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator. Initial approaches shall be made over specified 
routes. um altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 





Transition Ceiling and visibility minimums 








2-engine or less More than 
Course and Minimum 








so eine, 
From— To— distance altitude Condition 65 knots More more than 
(feet) or less than 65 65 knots 
knots 
Re intent adits tneecwiniawedinn i cinnianerndianeientianseutmne CO 2700 T-dn%.......... 300-1 300-1 200-4 
CVO VOR via CVO VOR R 135° and N crs OM (final)............................ ee csintivaccas eel 500-1 500-1 500-1 
EUG localizer. 200-14 200-44 200-14 
12-mile DME Fix R- 010°, via 12-mile counter- OM (fimal).................--......... icivnccntaes 600-2 600-2 600-2 
clockwise are and N crs E UG localizer, 





Procedure turn E side of ers, 339° Outbnd, 159° Inbnd, 2100’ within 10 miles. Final approach from holding pattern EU LOM not authorized. Procedure turn required. 
Minimum altitude at glide slope interception Inbnd, 1500’. 


Altitude of glide slope and distance to approach end of runway at OM, 1499’—3.7 miles; at MM, 570’—0.6 miles. 

¥ visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not ——— climb straight ahead to 700’, turn right climb direct to EU 
LOM, thence climb northbound on E UG localizer crs to 2600’ within 10 miles EU LOM; or, when directed by ATC, climb straight ahgad to 700’ turn right and climb to 3100’ 
on R 252° EUG VOR within 10 miles. 

Caution: High terrain E and W. 


%T akeofts all runways: Climb on EUG VOR R 355° within 10 miles to cross EUG VOR southeastbound V 23 and southbound V23W, 900’, westbound R 252°, 1000’, north- 
eastbound V121, 1600’. 


#300-1 authorized with glide slope inoperative, 300-4 authorized wit! 


oa HIRL, 300- authorized with operative ALS, except for 4-engine turbojets. 
MSA within 25 miles of LOM: 000°-180°—4900’; 180°-270°—4500’ ; 270°-360°—5100’. 


City, Eugene; State, Oreg.; Airport name, Mahlon Sweet Field; Elev., 365’; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-E UG; Procedure No. ILS Runway 16, Amdt, 21; Eff. date, 12 Dec. 68; 
Sup. Amdt. No. 20; Dated, 4 Jan. 68 


7. By amending § 97.17 of Subpart B to delete instrument landing system (ILS) procedures as follows: 
Tyler, Tex——Pounds Field, ILS-13, Amdt. 6, 19 Mar. 1966 (established under Subpart C). 
Tyler, Tex.—Pounds Field, ILS-31, Amdt. 7, 19 Mar. 1966 (back course) (established under Subpart C). 


8. By amending § 97.23 of Subpart C to establish very high frequency omnirange (VOR) and very high frequency- 
distance measuring equipment (VOR/DME) procedures as follows: 


STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROocEDURE—TrPE VOR 


Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL, except HAT, HAA, and RA. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. 
Distances are in nautical miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles or hundreds of feet RVR: 


If an instrument approach procedure of the above zee is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument 














approach procedure. 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such rt authorized by the Administrator. Initial approach minimum altitudes shall correspond 
with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 
Terminal routes Missed approach 
Minimum 
From— To— Via altitudes MAP: AMG VORTAC, 
(feet) 
AMG R 085°, counterclockwise-__............. SO) se eee ren a _ 2000 Climb to 2000’ R 148° 
AMGR 320°, clockwise SCTE RST ES. R 334° - 48 . AMG VORTAC 


I cir atinceniaaatialretipitandeicanal I I sicrdudilk ces peneainiattpiceeens — 2000 within 15 miles. 
PR EE btn ninincctiininnnnintgtimnbiai AMG VORTAC (NOPT).-........... i om 580 Supplementary charting information: Final 
approach crs intercepts runway center- 
line 3000’ from threshold. TDZ Eleva- 


























tion, 207’; 
Procedure turn E side of crs, 334° Outbnd, 154° Inbnd, 2000’ within 10 miles of AMG VORTAC: 
Final approach crs, 154°. 
MSA: -090°—1700’ ; 090°-270°—2200’ ; 270°-360°—1800’ . 
Note: Approach not authorized when Alma FSS not in operation. 
*Night niniowems not authorized. 
DayY AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 
A B Cc 
Cond. D 
MDA vis HAT MDA vis HAT MDA vis HAT MDA vis HAT 
8-15"... etanen 580 1 373 580 1 373 580 1 373 NA 
MDA vis HAA MDA vis HAA MDA vis HAA 
PF ence 580 1 373 660 1 453 660 1% 453 NA 
Auntie Teas T 2-eng. or less—Standard: T over 2-eng.—Standard, 





—_—__ ese eee eC  "*e 


City, Alma; State, Ga.; Airport name, Bacon County; Elev., 297’; Facility, AMG; Procedure No. VOR Runway 15, Amdt. Orig.; Eff. date, 12 Dec. 68 
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STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TyPE VOR—Continued 


Terminal routes Missed approach 


Minimum 
From— = MAP: AMG VORTAC. 
; lee’ 


AMG R 189°, counterclockwise ................ AMG R 146° 2000 Climb to 2000’ on R 332°, AMG VORTAC 

AMG R 133°, clockwise ... AMG R 146° 2000 within 15 miles. 

7-mile DME Arc AMG VORTAC (NOPT)..- R 146° 540 Supplementary charting information: Final 
approach crs intercepts runway center- 
pa 3000’ from threshold. TDZ Elevation, 


Procedure turn E side of crs, 146° Outbnd, 326° Inbnd, 2000’ within 10 miles of AMG VORTAC. 
Final approach crs, 326° 
MSA: 000°-090°—1700’; 090°-270°—2200’; 270°-360°—1800’. 
NOTE: Approach not authorized when AMG FSS not in operation. 
*Night minimums not authorized. 
Day AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 








MDA 
453 


Not authorized. T 2-eng. or less—Standard. T over 2-eng.—Standard. 





City, Alma; State, Ga.; Airport name, Bacon County; Elev., 207’; Facility, AMG; Procedure No. VOR Runway 33, Amdt. Orig.; Eff. date, 12 Dec. 68 








Terminal routes Missed approach 





Minimum 
To— i — MAP:3 miles after passing EMP VORTAC. 
(feet 








R 251°, EMP VORTAC counterclockwise.... R 126°, EMP VORTAC 7-mile Arc 2900 eee a turn to 2300 to EMP 


R 042°, EMP VORTAC clockwise R 126°, EMP VORTAC 7-mile Arc. 2900 Supplementary charting information Final 
7-mile DME Are. EMP VORTAC (NOPT) 2300 — a is to threshold of turf 
° unways. 11/29. 





Procedure turn E side of crs, 126° Outbnd, 306° Inbnd 2800’ within 10 miles of EMP VORTAC. 
FAF, EMP VORTAC. Final approach crs, 306°. Distance FAF to MAP, 3 miles. 

Minimum altitude over EMP VORTAC, 2300’. 

MSA within 25 miles of facility: 000-180°—2600’; 180°-270°—3000’; 270°-360°—2700’. 

Note: Final approach from holding pattern not authorized. Procedure turn required. 


Day AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 





B oO 
VIS 
NA 
T 2eng. or less—Standard. T over 2-eng.—Standard. 


City, Emporia; State, Kans.; Airport name, Emporia Municipal; Elev., 1204’; Facility, EMP; Procedure No. VOR-1, Amdt. 6; Eff. date, 12 Dec. 68; Sup. Amdt. No. VOR 1, 
Amat. 5; Dated, 13 Aug. 66 
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STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TrPs VOR—Continued | 


Terminal routes 


To— 


Bloomsburg Int. 


HZL VOR (NOPT) 
Benton Int. 


HZL VOR (NOPT) 


Procedure turn § side of crs, 272° Outbnd, 092° Inbnd, 3500’ within 10 miles of HZL VOR. 

FAF, HZL VOR. Final om crs, 092°. Distance FAF to MAP, 5.8 miles. 

Minimum altitude over HZL VOR, 2500’. 

MSA: 000°-090°—4000’; 090°-180°—3500 ; 180°-270°—3200’; 270°-360°—3700’. 

Note: Turbulence may be encountered due precipitous terrain underlying all portions of the approach. 
*When control zone not in effect, use Wilkes-Barre altimeter and add 440’ to straight-in and circling MDA. 


Day AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 
MDA 


HAT MDA 





1 416 2020 
MDA vIs HAA MDA 
1 536 2260 


Not authorized. T 2eng. or less—Standard. 





City, Hazleton; State, Pa.; Airport name, Hazleton Municipal; Elev., 
v 1, Amdt. 2; Dated, 21 Jan. 67 


Terminal routes 


From— 


Wilkes-Barre VORTAC 
Tannersville VORTAC 
Leslie Int 


Leslie Int 
Leslie Int 
Jeddo Int (NOPT) 


Procedure turn not authorized. 

pnqseee crs (profile) starts at Leslie Int. 

FAF, Jeddo Int. Final approach crs, 273°. Distance FAF to MAP, 5 miles. 

Minimum altitude over Leslie Int, 3500’; over Jeddo Int, 3000’. 

MSA: 000°-090°—4000’; 090°-180°—3500’; 180°-270°—3200’; 270°-360°—3700’. 

“When control zone not in effect, use Wilkes-Barre altimeter and add 360’ to straight-in and circling MDA. 


Day AND Nicut Mintmuums 


B 


MDA MDA vIs 


HAT 


1 756 2360 1% 2360 
MDA vis HAA MDA vis HAA 


1 756 2360 1% 756 2360 


Not authorized. T 2-eng. or less—Standard. 


Missed approach 


Minimum 


~~" MAP: 5.8 miles after passing HZL VOR. 
‘eet 


3000 Climb on HZL R 092° to 3000’. Then 
3000 climbing left turn to 3500 direct to HZL 
VOR and hold. 
Supplementary charting information: Hold 
W on R 272° 1 minute, right turns, 092° 
Inbnd, TDZ Elevation, 1604’. 


1% 
T over 2-eng.—Standard. 


oe Facility, HZL; Procedure No. VOR Runway 10, Amdt. 3; Eff. date, 12 Dec. 68; Sup Amdt. No. 


Missed approach 
Minimum 


altitudes MAP: 5 miles after passing Jeddo Int. 
(feet) 


3900 Climb to 3500’ direct to HZL VOR and 
3600 _ hold. 


3000 . nV charting information: Hold 
on R-272°, 1 minute, right turns 092° 
Inbnd. TDZ Elevation, 1604’. 


Cc 
vis 


1% 756 
vis 
1% 756 NA 
T over 2-eng.—Standard: 


eee msn es ns sin ise ssl nena 
City, Hazleton; State, Pa.; Airport name, Hazleton Municipal; Elev., 1604’; Facility HZL; Procedure No. VOR Runway 28, Amdt. Orig.; Eff. date, 12 Dec. 68 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TyPx VOR—Continued 


Terminal routes Missed approach 


Minimum 
altitudes MAP: LWV VOR. 
(feet) 


Decker Int__- 2100 Climb to 2100’ on LWV R 172° and return 
New Hebron Int E a 2100 to VOR. 

Supplementary charting information: Final 

approach crs intercept runway centerline 

i from threshold. TDZ Elevation, 


Procedure turn W side of ers, 352° Outbnd, 172° Inbnd, 2100’ within 10 miles of VOR. 
Final approach crs, 172°. 

MSA: 000°-090°—2600’; 180°-360°—2500’; 090°-180°—2100’. 

NOTE: Use Evansville, Ind., altimeter setting. 





DAY AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 





MDA 





1160 
HAA MDA 
1160 


Not authorized. T 2eng. or less—Standard. T over 2-eng.—Standard. 


City, Lawrenceville; State, Ill.; Airport name, Lawrenceville-Vincennes Santetoe’ as. 428’; Facility, LWV; Procedure No. VOR Runway 18, Amdt. Orig.; Eff. d ate 
12 Dec. 


Terminal routes Missed approach 


MAP: LWV VOR. 








Decker Int i Climb to 2100’ on LWV R 006° and return 
New Hebron Int sp eaben GctEiitiens aanceatons i to VOR. 
Supplementary charting information: Final 
approach crs intercept runway centerline 
3055’ from threshold. 





Procedure turn E side of crs, 186° Outbnd, 006° Inbnd, 2100’ within 10 miles of LWV VOR. 
Final approach crs, 006°. 

MSA: 000°-090°—2600’; 180°-360°—2500’; 090°-180°—2100’. 

NOTE: Use Evansville, Ind., altimeter setting. 


Day AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 








B 
HAT MDA HAT 





672 1100 1 672 
MDA HAA MDA VIS HAA 
1100 672 1100 1 672 1% NA 


Not authorized. T 2-eng. or less—Standard. T over 2-eng.—Standard. 





City, Lawrenceville; State, Ill.; Airport name, Lawrenceville-Vincennes Municipal; Elev., 428’; Facility, LWV; Procedure No. VOR Runway 36, Amdt. Orig.; Eff. date, 12 Dec. 68 


- FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 33, NO. 232—-THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 28, 1968 










RULES AND REGULATIONS 


STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TyPE VOR—Continued 





Terminal routes Missed approach 











Minimum 








From— ‘ To— Via altitudes MAP: RCT VOR. 
(feet) 
PES tks td icinatindimencietithnimadnnidnicinalt 2800 Right turn, climb to 2600’ on RCT R 006° 





RCT NDB 





2600 and return to VOR. 
Supplementary charting information: 1308’ 
tower 5000’ SE of airport. 






















Procedure turn W side of crs, 005° Outbnd, 185° Inbnd, 2600’ within 10 miles of RCT VOR. 
Final approach crs, 185°. 

Minimum altitude over RCT NDB, 1900’. 

MSA: 045°-135°—2700’; 135°-315°—2500’; 315°-045°—4000’. 

Note: Use Traverse City, Mich., altimeter setting. 7 

% Departures Runway 17, climb to 1600’ on runway heading before proceeding on crs. 

#Air carrier reduction not authorized. 

Day AND NicuHt MINIMUMS 








B 
VIS 








cineca tapndadlilanatinnowiniecneiiiiibe 1 
vis 
1 


1% 
vis 


1% 















sm shinai 1900 
VOR/ADF Minimums: 
MDA vis 
eras chiara esdhanianbeeieatencicnanipiteninte 1680 1 
MDA vis 
naqouciitemntgtindganmensaniniés 1 





845 845 1% 845 







HAT 
625 
HAA 
785 


vis 
1 
vis 
1 





HAT 
625 
HAA 
785 


vis 
1 
vis 
1% NA 


Wc ccsmnsvaianiicnndnniscmaaaaasiieaiainca Not authorized. T 2eng. or less—Standard Runway 35; Runways 8, 17, T over 2-eng.—Standard Runway 35; Runways 8, 17, 
and 26.%# and 26.%# 


HAT 
625 
HAA 
785 



















1680 
MDA 
1840 





NA 
































1840 












City, Reed City; State, Mich.; Airport name, Miller; Elev., 1055’; Facility RCT; Procedure No. VOR Runway 17, Amdt. Orig.; Eff. date, 12 Dec. 68 
STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TyYPB VOR/DME 


Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL, except HAT, HAA, and RA. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. 
Distances are in nautical miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles or hundreds of feet RVR. 
If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure, 


unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such — authorized by the Administrator. Initial approach minimum altitudes shall correspond 
with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 
















Terminal routes Missed approach 










Minimum 
From— To— Via altitudes MAP: 14.6-mile DME Fix. 




























Ss eiriininn hte tetiieitsd nama 2300 Make left turn, climb to 2300 to 18-mile 

R 036°, HLV VORTAC clockwise-__- ‘ 2400 DME Fix R 074°, HLV VORTAC. 

R 095°, HLV VORTAC counterclockwis ee < 2400 Supplementary charting information: Finul 

Ee ee 2300 approach crs to airport reference point. 
Chart holding at 18-mile DME Fix. 

1156’ tower 1.8 miles NW of airport. 

1294’ tower 2.2 miles W of airport. 














Procedure turn N side of crs, 074° Outbnd, 254° Inbnd, 2300’ within 10 miles of 18-mile DME Fix HLV VORTAC. 
FAF, 18-mile DME Fix. Final approach crs, 254°. Distance FAF to MAP, 3.4 miles. 

Minimum altitude over 18-mile DME Fix, 1800’. 

MSA within 25 miles of HLV VORTAC: 000°-180°—2800’; 180°-270°—2800°; 270°-360°—2400’. 

Nore: Use Columbia, Mo., altimeter setting. 

% When weather below 400-1, IF R departures should plan flight to avoid towers NW and W of airport. 


Day AND NicHTt MINIMUMS 





B 
vIs 


oC 
vis 












is: ceseciapaasapinigaieiei ta ick oo 562 
sevnbsindatinletehitbtninainaties Not authorized. 


1380 





1 NA 


T over 2eng.—Standard. % 











T 2eng. or less—Standard. % 






City, Mexico; State, Mo.; Airport name, Mexico Memorial; Elev., 818’; Facility, HLV; Procedure No. VOR/DME-1, Amdt. Orig.; Eff. date, 12 Dec. 68 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 33, NO. 232—-THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 28, 1968 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TyYPE VOR/DME—Continued 





Terminal routes Missed approach 

Minimum 

To— Via = MAP: 23-mile DME ILM R 348°. 
(feet) 


ILM VORTAC R 348°_ -_____ 2700 Climb to 2700’ to’ the 28-mile DME Fix, 
right turn to TAMMY 17-mile DME Fix 
via ILM VORTAC R 348° and hold. 

aaa charting information: Hold 
NW, 1 minute, 4mile right turns, 168° 
Inbnd. Final approach ers to center of 
landing area. 


ILM VORTAC 











Procedure turn not authorized. 
Approach crs (profile) starts at 7-mile DME Fix. 


Final approach crs, 348°. 

Minimum altitude over 7-mile DME Fix, 2700’; over TAMMY 17-mile DME Fix, 2700’. 

MSA: 000°-090°—1500’; 090°-180°—1700’; 180°-270°—2300’; 270°-360°—2100’. 

NotEs: (1) Use ILM altimeter setting. (2) No weather reporting. (3) Aircraft will cancel IF R flight plan with ILM APC or ILS CS/T prior to landing or upon reaching 


AFR conditions. 
Day AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 


A B Cc 
VIS HAA MDA vis HAA MDA vis HAA 





800 1 761 800 1 761 800 1% 761 NA 
Not authorized. T 2-eng. or less—Standard. T over 2-eng.—Standard. 


City, Wallace; State, N.C.; Airport name, Wallace Municipal; Elev., 39’; Facility, ILM; Procedure No. VOR/DME-1, Amdt. Orig.; Eff. date, 12 Dec. 68 





Terminal routes Missed approach 





Minimum 
altitudes MAP: MEM R 306°, 18-mile DME Fix. 


From— To— Via 
(feet) 





R 356°, MEM VORTAC counterclockwise_... R 306°, MEM VORTAC (NOPT)_-.-. 24-mile Arc MEM R 311°, 1800 Climb to 2000’ direct to MEM VORTAC. 


lead radial. 
R 227°, MEM VORTAC clockwise---_-_____--- . R 306°, MEM VORTAC (NOPT)_-_-_ 24mile Are MEM R 301°, 1800 


PE Uist it tenp ens cn ak pocimconinn 21-mile DME Fix 1800 





Procedure turn W side of crs, 306° Outbnd, 126° Inbnd, 1800’ within 10 miles of 21-mile DME Fix. 
Final approach crs, 126°. ° 
Minimum altitude over 21-mile DME Fix, 1300’. 


NortEs: (1) Use Memphis altimeter setting. (2) Radar vectoring. 
DayY AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 





A B Cc 
HAA MDA vis HAA MDA vis 





1 448 680 468 680 1% 468 


Not authorized. T 2-eng. or less—Standard. T over 2-eng.—Standard. 





City, West Memphis; State, Ark.; Airport name, West Memphis Municipal; Elev., 212’; Facility, MEM; Procedure No. VOR/DME-1, Amdt. 1; Eff. date, 12 Dec. 68; Sup. Amdt 
No. VOR/DME 1, Orig.; Dated, 15 Sept. 66 


Terminal routes Missed approach 


Minimum 
— MAP: MEM R 306°, 17.9-mile MEM Fix. 
(feet) 


MEM VORTAC ‘ 1800 Climb to 2000’ on R 306° within 36 miles of 
MEM VORTAC, 


To— 





Final approach crs, 306°. . 
Minimum altitude over 12-mile DME Fix, 1800’; over 15-mile DME Fix, 1300’. 


Notes: (1) Use Memphis altimeter setting. (2) Radar vectoring. 
Day AND NiGHT MINIMUMS 


B c 
HAA MDA VIS VIS HAA 
448 680 1 1% 468 


T 2-eng. or less—Standard. T over 2-eng.—Standard. 


City, West Memphis; State, Ark.; Airport name, West Memphis ae Elev., 212’; Facility, MEM; Procedure No. VO R/DME-2, Amdt. 1; Eff. date, 12 Dec. 68; Sup. Amdt. 
No. VOR/DME-2, Orig.; Dated, 15 Sept. 66 
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9. By amending § 97.23 of Subpart C to amend very high frequency omnirange (VOR) and very high frequency-distance 
measuring equipment (VOR/DME) procedures as follows: 


STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TyYPE VOR 


Bearings, heaslings, courses and radials are pa eee Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL, except HAT, HAA, and RA. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation: 
Distances are in nautical miles unless otherwise ind , except visibilities whieh are in statute or hundreds of feet RVR. 

If an instrument approach procedure of the above t: is cénducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure, 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such —— authorized by the Administrator. Initial approach minimum altitudes shall correspond 
with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 




















Terminal routes Missed approach 
Minimum MAP: 3.2 miles after passing LOZ 

From— To— Via — VORTAC. 
(feet. 


Make left-climbing turn to 3400’ direct to 
LOZ VORTAC and hold. 
Supplementary charting information: Hold 
8, 1 minute, right turns, 022° Inbnd, 1286’ 
water tank and 1592’ obstruction lighted 
pole NE of airport. TDZ elevation, 1201’. 


ns. UU 


Procedure turn E side of crs, 202° Outbnd, 022° Inbnd, 3400’ within 10 miles of LOZ VORTAO. 

FAF, LOZ VORTAC. Final approach crs, R 022°. Distance FAF to MAP, 3.2 miles. 

Minimum altitude over LOZ VORTAC, 2200’. 

MSA: 000°-090°—3000’; ots Fa ee — 

CAUTION: 1592’ obstruction, lighted pole 1.5 miles of airport. ; 

%Runway 5, make climbing left turn intercept LOZ R 020°, climb NE to 2000’ before proceeding as cleared. 















Day AnD Nicut MINIMUMS 





B Oo 


vis 











_Lcinccsctsnacenensedatnasmns 379 
HAA 





1580 379 1580 1 379 
MDA HAA MDA vis HAA 
Qiiniciumnsenn day biametas 1700 1 499 1900 1 699 1940 1% 739 NA 





NA 













‘tics sie eal ee aie A T 2-eng. or less—Runway 5, 300-1; Runway 23, Standard.% T over 2-eng.—Runway 5, 300-1; Runway 23, Standard.% 








City, London; State, Ky.; Airport name, Corbin-London War Memorial; Elev., 1201’; Facility, LOZ; Procedure No. VOR Runway 5, Amdt. 6; Eff. date, 12 Dec. 68; Sup. 
_Amdt. No. 5; Dated, 22 Aug. 68 


10. By amending § 97.25 of Subpart C to establish localizer (LOC) and localizer-type directional aid (LDA) procedures 
as follows: 


STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TyPE LOC 


Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL, except HAT, HAA, and RA. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. 
Distances are in nautical miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles or hundreds of feet RVR. 
If an instrument approach procedure of the above t is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure, 


unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such —_ authorized by the Administrator. Initial approach minimum altitudes shall correspond 
with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 















Terminal routes Missed approach 


Minimum MAP: 4.8 miles after passing Lake Tyler 
From— To— Via a Int. 
eet, 
















Mount Sylvan Int_._.._. sibel tial entail [4 Er I TO cialis caveats 2000 Climb to 2000 direct to TY LOM and 

GGG VORTAC ... White House Int___.____- > 8 8=— Se 2000 hold. 

White House Int--__- inp snddicuntkdeestebbeathl Lake Tyler Int (NOPT).............-. > Se eran 1800 ry charting information: Hold 
NW of TY LOM on TYR LOC 307°— 


127° Inbnd, 1 minute, right turns. TDZ 
elevation, 544’. 






Procedure turn § side of crs, 127° Outbnd, 307° Inbnd, 2000’ within 10 miles of Lake Tyler Int. . 
FAF, Lake Tyler Int. Final a proach crs, 307°. Distance FAF to MAP, 4.8 miles. 
Minimum altitude over Lake Tyler Int, 1800’. 







Day AND NiGHt MINIMUMS 






B Le) 


vis 







HAT MDA 








ines awaselicaiensetecatdesel 396 940 % 396 
MDA vis HAA MDA vis HAA MDA vis HAA MDA vis HAA 
nacsueidenaininiimaamaaenaion d 416 1000 456 1000 1% 456 NA 
Rivccucnninbsti dilate Standard. T 2eng. or less—Standard. T over 2-eng.—Standard. 


















City, Tyler; State, Tex.; Airport name, Pounds Field; Elev., 544’; Facility, TYR; Procedure No. LOC (BC) Runway 31, Amdt. 8; Eff. date, 12 Dec. 68: S J t.N 
ILS-31, Amdt. 7 (back crs); Dated, 19 Mar. 66 ” ; ee ee 
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17778 RULES AND REGULATIONS 


11. By amending § 97.27 of Subpart C to establish nondirectional beacon (automatic direction finder) (NDB/ADF) 
procedures as follows: 2 


STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TYPE NDB (ADF) 


_ Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL, except HAT, HAA, and RA. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. 
Distances are in nautical miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles or hundreds of feet RVR. 
If an instrument approach procedure of the above t: is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure, 


unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such —— authorized by the Administrator. Initial approach minimum altitudes shall correspond 
with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 


Terminal routes Missed approach 


From— i MAP: 2.2 miles after passing FFL NDB. 





alee FFL NDB Left turn climbing to 2400’ on 182° from 


Cantril Int FFL NDB : i ‘ FFL NDB, turn left to NDB. 
EE SW URUENs hic eg inte nnn dens ce eee FFL NDB i 


Procedure turn E side of ers, 182° Outbnd, 002° Inbnd, 2400’ within 10 miles of FFL NDB. 
FAF, FFL NDB. Final approach crs, 002°. Distance FAF to MAP, 2.2 miles. 

Minimum altitude over FFL NDB, 1400’. 

MSA: 000°-360°—2400’. 

NOTE: Use Ottumwa, Iowa, altimeter setting. 


Day AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 








B 
MDA MDA 


1340 1 543 1340 
MDA VIS HAA MDA 
1 543 1340 NA 


Not authorized. T 2-eng. or less—Standard. T over 2-eng.—Standard. 
City, Fairfield; State, Iowa; Airport name, Municipal; Elev., 797’; Facility, FFL; Procedure No. NDB (ADF) Runway 35, Amdt. Orig.; Eff. date, 12 Dec. 68 


Terminal routes Missed approach 


Minimum 
a MAP: 4.1 miles after passing HZL NDB. 
eet 


CYE NDB i 4000 Climbing right turn to 4000 direct to 
HZL NDB and hold. 
ees charting - information: 
old E, 1 minute, left turns Inbnd 
ers 265’. TDZ Elevation, 1604’. 


Procedure turn N side of crs, 085° Outbnd, 265° Inbnd, 3500’ within 10 miles of HZL NDB. 

FAF, HZL NDB. Final pee crs, 285°. Distance FAF to MAP, 4.1 miles. 

Minimum altitude over HZL NDB, 2700’. 

MSA: 000°-090°—4000’; 090°-180°—3500’; 180°-270°—3200’; 270°-360°—3700’. 

* Use Wilkes-Barre altimeter, and increase straight-in and circling MDA 360’ when control zone not effective. 


Day AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 


B Cc 
MDA vis 


2300 1% 696 NA 
MDA vis HAA 
606 2300 1% 696 2300 1% 696 _ NA 
Not authorized. T 2-eng. or less.—Standard. T over 2-eng.—Standard. 


ee 


City, Hazleton; State, Pa.; Airport name, Hazleton Municipal; Elev., 1604’; Facility, HZL; Procedure No. NDB (ADF) Runway 28, Amdt. 7; Eff. date, 12 Dec. 68; Sup. Amdt. 
No. ADF1, Amdt. 6; Dated, 21 Jan. 67 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TyPE NDB (ADF)—Continued 





Terminal routes Missed approach 
Minimum 
altitudes MAP: 3.1 miles after passing RCT NDB. 
(feet) 


HIC VOR RCT NDB 2800 Right turn, climb to 2600’ on 210° ADF 

RCT VOR RCT NDB i 2600 track and proceed direct to RCT VOR. 

Supplementary charting information: 1308’ 
tower 5000’ SE of airport. 


Procedure turn W side of crs, 354° Outbnd, 174° Inbnd, 2600’ within 10 miles of RCT NDB. 
FAF, RCT NDB. Final approach crs, 174°. Distance FAF to MAP, 3.1 miles. 

Minimum altitude over RCT NDB, 1900’. 

MSA: 045°-135°—2700’; 135°-315°—2500’; 315°-045°—4000’. 

Note: Use Traverse City, Mich., altimeter setting. 

%Departures Runway 17, climb to 1600’ on runway heading before proceeding on crs. 


#Air carrier reduction not authorized. is 
Day AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 








A B 
vis HAT MDA MDA 


1 685 1740 685 1740 685 
vis HAA MDA HAA MDA HAA 
1 785 1840 1 785 1840 1% 785 NA 


Not authorized. T 2-eng. ot less—Standard Runway 35; Runways 8, 17, T over 2-eng.—Standard Runway 35; Runways 8, 17, and 
and 26.%% 26.%# 


City, Reed City; State, Mich.; Airport name, Miller; Elev., 1055’; Facility, RCT; Procedure No. NDB(ADF) Runway 17, Amdt. 1; Eff. date, 12 Dec. 68; Sup. Amdt. No. 
ADF 1, Orig.; Dated, 6 Nov. 65 








Terminal routes Missed approach 


Minimum 
altitudes MAP: SDA NDB. 
(feet) 








Coin Int : SDA NDB i 2700 Climbing left turn to 2700’, return to SDA 

Emerson Int : SDA NDB irec 2700 NDB. 

Supplemenentary charting information: 
TDZ Elevation, 963’. 








Procedure turn § side of crs, 125° Outbnd, 305° Inbnd, 2700’ within 10 miles of SDA NDB. 
Final approach crs, 305°. 

MSA: 000°-090°—2700’; 090°-360°—2600’. 
Note: Use Omaha, Nebr., altimeter setting. 
Day AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 





B 
HAT MDA HAT 








717 58 1 717 
HAA MDA VIA HAA 
717 1680 1 717 NA 


Not authorized. 2-eng. or less—Standard. T over 2-eng.—Standard. 


City, Shenandoah; State, Iowa; Airport name, Municipal; Elev., 963’; Facility, SDA; Procedure No. NDB (ADF) Runway 30, Amdt. 1; Eff. date, 12 Dec. 68; Sup. Amdt. No. 
ADF 1, Orig.; Dated, 11 Nov. 65 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 
STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TyPE NDB (ADF)—Continued 


Terminal routes Missed approach 


Minimum MAP: 2.5 miles after passing Lake LOM 
From— To— altitudes (IA). 
(feet) 





2000 Climbing left turn to 3400’ direct to Lake 
1300 LOM (IA) and hold.** 

Supplementary charting information: Final 

approach crs to Runway 7 threshold. 

Chart 704’ obstruction at 45°32’/122°22’ 


8.5-mile 241° Radar Fix 5-mile 241° Radar Fix-_--- 
5-mile 241° Radar Fix Bee EASE CEB) nncnc coos nesses 





Approach ers (profile) starts at 8.5-mile 241° Radar Fix. 
FAF, Lake LOM (IA). Final approach crs, 061°. Distance FAF to MAP, 2.5 miles. 
Minimum altitude over 8.5-mile 241° Radar Fix, 3000’; over 5-mile 241° Radar Fix, 2000’; over Lake LOM (IA), 1300. 
MSA: 000°-090°—6000’; 090°-180°—6100’; 180°-270°—3100’ ; 270°-360°—5400’. 
Norte: Radar required. 
% IF R departure procedures: Runways 7 and 25 turn left, climb direct to Lake LOM (IA). 
*Circling MDA increased 20’ and alternate minimums not authorized when control zone not effective. 
#Use Portland International, Oreg., altimeter setting when control zone not effective. 
**Hold E Lake LOM (IA) 1 minute, left turns 278° Inbnd. 
Day AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 


A B y dD 


vis HAA MDA vis HAA MDA TIs HAA vis 





1% 9X4 1020 1% 984 1020 134 984 NA 


Bene esas .---- 1200-2.* T 2-eng. or less—Standard Runway 25; Runway 7 900-1.%  T over 2-eng.—Standard Runway 25; Runway 7 900-1.% 


City , Troutdale; State, Oreg.; Airport name, Portland-Troutdale; Elev., 36’; Facility, [A; Procedure No. NDB (ADF) Runway 7, Amdt. 2; Eff. date, 12 Dec. 68.; Sup. Amt 
No. ADF 1, Amdt. 1; Dated, 16 Oct. 65 : 


Terminal routes Missed approach 
Minimum 
altitudes MAP: 4.6 miles after passing TY L( M 
(feet) 


From— 


GGG VORTAC.._. ; P 4 : ae 2100 Climb to 2000’ on bearing 127° from TY 

Canton Int___.---- we en M. Direct____- 4 2000 LOM within 15 miles. 

Fruitvale Int____---.- . TY LOM. ; Be accicnheiiciesisneatien 2000 Supplementary charting information: TDZ 
Elevation, 538’. 


Procedure turn W side of ers, 307° Outbnd, 127° Inbnd, 2000’ within 10 miles of TY LOM. 
FAF, TY LOM. Final approach ers, 127°» Distance FAF to MAP, 4.6 miles. 

Minimum altitude over TY LOM, 1800’. 

MSA: 000°-360° ,— 2200’. 


Day AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 


B Cc 


Cond. Eegee= nace 
MDA 1s HAT 





MDA vis MDA vis HAT 





960 3 422 960 4 960 % 422 
MDA 71s HAA MDA vis vis HAA MDA 
960 416 1000 1 1% 456 


Standard. T 2-eng. or less—Standard. T over 2-eng.—Standard. 


City, Tyler; State, Tex.; Airport name, Pounds Field; Elev., 544’; Facility, TY; Procedure No. NDB (ADF) Runway 13, Amdt. 6; Eff. date, 12 Dec. 68; Sup. Amdt. No. 
ADF 1, Amdt. 5; Dated, 11 Apr. 64 
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STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TyYPEB NDB (ADF)—Continued 













Terminal routes Missed approach 










Minimum 


To— MAP: AWM NDB. 











Walls Int...-..------ Behl crt len .. AWM NDB...-.- Pe keke DitO0b.... 2225 <-sannesne<ene 1800 Climb to 1800’ right turn direct to AWM 






Porter Int... enaauiieaine AWM NDB....-. a ll 1800 NDB and hold. 
Marit TRE, -cciaiioxnnevecindapacasenadivcuaes Be Bibs aenscnsatoccckuae ato SU Eccesese 1800 Supplementary charting information: Hold 
TRcsO EE Be hhc dniduntintin en ccdentcnaven dE Mcrae sen ticenctecen ee dDodiag tn cgudl aes alice enaaiatlale 1800 N of AWM NDB on bearing 347°—167° 





Inbnd, right turns, 1 minute. TDZ 
Elevation, 212’. 










— 


Procedure turn W side of crs, 347° Outbnd, 167° Inbnd, 1800’ within 10 miles of AWM NDB. 
Final approach crs, 167°. 

Minimum altitude over Jericho Int, 700’. 

MSA: 045°-135°—2400’; 135°-045°—1700’. 

Notes: (1) Use Memphis altimeter setting. (2) Rada: vectoring. 


Day AND Nicut MINIMUMS 





A 
vIs 





B 
vis 
1 


























HAT 
488 





HAT MDA 





MDA vIs 


















Ricca entcqdelteadiaaangh pect mtn 1 
vis 


488 





700 700 


MDA 





1 
vis 
Oiccvtactetenenaan’ sii ngpeigi 700 1 488 700 1 488 700 1% 488 NA 
NDB/VOR Minimums: 
MDA 





MDA 





MDA 
























VIS 
1 
vis 


HAT 
448 
HAA 


VIS HAT VIS HAT 
448 1 448 
HAA VIS HAA 
O .cccccsmeuseenusbinedeentia 660 1 448 680 1 468 680 1% 468 NA 


wouseusnssbcadcntbbenmbbesben Not authorized. 




















a eae 660 
MDA 


1 
VIS 















MDA 























T 2-eng. or less—Standard. T over 2-eng.—Standard. 








City, West Memphis; State, Ark.; Airport name, West Memphis Municipal; Elev., 212’; Facility, AWM; Procedure No. NDB (ADF) Runway 17, Amdt. Orig.; Eff. date, 
12 Dec. 68 














Terminal routes 





Missed approach 





Minimum 
From— To— Via altitudes MAP: AWM NDB. 
(feet) 


























Ne Bi icciseniiensiniteephdeietinnd aihihipn dailies gag cu a ic ng an cee ail eee 1800 Climb to 1800’ left turn direct to AWM 
., fe ss chsidesheippinscehinsonestney REE a Ridin Sactiene i 1800 NDB and hold. 

| |) See sci soins rsd i i ich i 1800 Supplementary charting information: Hold 
Kerrville Int_.......- ‘ ; ccninchabcvectnive ta: TE AO a Aasictoniacincied 1800 8 of AWM NDB on bearing 182°—002° 


Inbnd, left turns, 1 minute. TDZ Eleva- 
tion, 212’. 












Procedure turn W side of ers, 182° Outbnd, 002° Inbnd, 1800’ within 10 miles of AWM NDB. 
Final approach crs, 002°. 

Minimum altitude over island Int., 740’. 

MBA: 045°-135°—2400’; 135°-045°—1700’. 

Notes: (1) Use Memphis altimeter setting. (2) Radar vectoring. 


DayY AND Nicut MINIMUMS 








A 
vis 


B 









MDA 





HAT 








pdéndaucoenintnmmnnneesone 740 
MDA 


1 
vis 
nanivetinititateniiaeginnaldialbilt 740 1 


NDB/VOR Minimums: 
MDA vis HAT MDA vIs HAT MDA vis HAT MDA vis HAT 


ED .cconauseccascutabacansoss’ 660 1 448 1 
vis HAA vis 

ousutdneteiéoutashmasenn 1 448 1 
0 senha nanmniipaladeion Not authorized. 


528 
HAA 
528 































1 





448 
vis HAA 
1% 468 
T over 2-eng.—Standard. 

































680 





T 2-eng. or less—Standard. 












City, West Memphis; State, Ark.; Airport name, West Memphis Municipal; Elev., 212’; Facility AWM; Procedure No. NDB (ADF) Runway 35, Amdt. Orig.; Eff. date, 12 
Dec. 68 
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12. By amending § 97.27 of Subpart C to amend nondirectional beacon (automatic direction finder) (NDB/ADF) 
procedures as follows: 


STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TYPE NDB (ADF) 


Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL, except HAT, HAA, and pa. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. 
Distances are in nautical miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles or hundreds of feet RV 
If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with ‘the following instrument approach procedure, 


unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a ait erent procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator. Initial approach minimum altitudes shall correspond 
with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 


Terminal routes Missed approach 


Minimum 
From— i altitudes MAP: 4.2 miles after passing HBD NDB. 
(feet) 








YNG VORTAC HBD NDB 2800 Make climbing right turn to 2800’ direct to 
Canfield Int HBD NDB.. i ~ 3100 HBD NDB and hold. 

Mercer Int HBD NDB (NOPT)... - Di 2800 Sap aimaeeh charting information: Hold 
Sharpsville Int HBD NDB...-.-.-- 2800 1 minute, left turns 256° Inbnd. 





Procedure turn § side of ers, 076° Outbnd, 256° Inbnd, 2800’ within 10 miles of HBD NDB. 

FAF, HBD NDB. Final a approach crs, 256°. Distance FAF to MAP, 4.2 miles. 

Minimum altitude over HB D NDB, 2800’. 

MSA: 000°-090°—2900’ ; 090°-180°—2900’; 180°-270°—3200’; 270°-360°—2500’. 

Notes: (1) Radar vectoring. (2) Night minimums not authorized. (3) Use Youngstown altimeter setting. 
CAUTION: 2118’ tower 3 miles SSW Lansdowne airport. 


Day AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 





A 
MDA VIS vis 





1820 763 NA NA 


[ickbahinieniaminaneatinaete Not authorized. T 2-eng. or less—Standard. T over 2-eng. 





City, Youngstown; State, Ohio; Airport name, Lansdowne; Elev., 1057’; facility, HBD; Procedure No. NDB (ADF)-1, Amdt. 1; Eff. date, 12 Dec. 68; Sup. Amdt. No. Orig.; 
Dated, 9 May 68 


13. By amending § 97.29 of Subpart C to establish instrument landing system (ILS) procedures as follows: 
STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TyPE ILS 


Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL, except HAT, HAA, and RA. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. 
Distances are in nautical miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles or hundreds of feet RVR. 
If an instrument approach er of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure, 


unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such air, = t authorized by the Administrator. Initial approach minimum altitudes shall correspond 
with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth belo 





Terminal routes Missed approach 


Minimum MAP: ILS DH _ 738. Localizer 4.6 miles 
To— Via altitudes after passing TY LOM. 





Fruitvale Int TY LOM (NOPT) Climb to 2000’ via LOC SE crs to Lake 

GGG VORTAC Whitehouse Int t Tyler Int and hold. 

Whitehouse Int ‘. I i 4 Supplementary charting information: Hold 

Canton Int SE of Lake Tyler Int on TYR LOC 

GGG VORTAC I i 2 127°—307° Inbnd, left turns, 1 minute. 
TDZ Elevation, 538’. 





Procedure turn W side of crs, 307° Outbnd, 127° Inbnd, 2000’ within 10 miles of TY LOM. 

FAF, TY LOM. Final approach crs, 127°. Distance FAF to MAP, 4.6 miles. 

Minimum glide slope interce’ — altitude, 1900’. Glide slope altitude at OM, 1826’; at MM, 726’. 
Distance to aa 2 ome at OM, 4.6 miles; at MM, 0.6 mile. 

MSA: 000°-360°—2: 


DAY AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 
B 
DH DH 


200 738 738 % 200 
HAT MDA MDA vis HAT 
322 860 860 % 322 
HAA MDA "MDA vis HAA 
416 1000 1000 1% 456 
T 2eng. or less—Standard. T over 2-eng.—Standard. 


City, Tyler; State, Tex.; Airport name, Pounds Field; Elev., 544’; Facility, I-T YR; Procedure No. ILS Runway 13, Amdt. 7; Eff. date, 12 Dec. 68; Sup. Amdt. No. ILS-13, 
Amdt. 6; Dated, 19 Mar. 66 
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14. By amending § 97.29 of Subpart C to amend instrument landing system (ILS) procedures as follows: 
STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TyPps ILS 


Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL, except HAT, HAA, and RA. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation: 
Distances are in nautical miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles or hundreds of feet RVR. 

Ifan instrument approach — of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure, 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator. Initial approach minimum altitudes shall correspond 
with those established for en rqute operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 








Terminal routes Missed approach 





‘ Minimum MAP: ILS DH 729’; LOC 4.6 miles after 
From— To— Via 








altitudes passing Lyledale LOM. 
(feet) 

Walsls Ws. cncacendtciwandnciagibenitnnamicits OS eS ee NIE lated a aiitiiisateetiainetiamite 2300 Climb to 2500’ on heading 260°, intercept 
Holsclaw NDB/LOM......--- lassie acai ea a jE 2200 R 279° LOU VOR and proceed to 
Det ncntthhtantinnsgnannnbuiethcunpesl OS eS EE 3000 Corydon Int and hold. 
Eee I es RE BIS dca ccneecesnsensagiodedn cn eipligasercies 9-oeasnaccigs Ae anil 3000 Alternate missed approach: Climb to 2100’ 
eet ke ceicetdaonssebcocesncammbumetens in csadccoubstad dneenseuch lth lini cdempieninmsnsimh 2500 left turn direct Holsclaw NDB/LOM. 
ee Bad siete demain tocdeatatticabdiade EE ohne Scene icnenssapaundiy Direct....... 2400 Hold N, 1 minute, right turns, 190° 
ew | aaa a= Tas me PETS rE ee 2400 =Inbnd. 





LOU Feat etinanitssevdigicakwactesa Lyledale LOM (NOPT)......-..-.--.--- Via LOU R 320° and E Crs 
LKS LOC. 


Procedure turn N side of ers, 110° Outbnd, 290° Inbnd, 2200’ within 10 miles of Lyledale LOM. 
FAF, Lyledale LOM. Final approach crs, 290°. Distance FAF to MAP, 4.6 miles. 

Minimum glide slope interception altitude, 2100’; Glide slope altitude at OM, 2014’; at MM, 708’. 
Distance to runway threshold at OM, 4.6 miles; at MM, 0.5 mile. 

MSA: 000°-090°—2500’; 090°-180°—2300’; 180°-270°—2300’;.270°-360°—3000’. 


Note: ASR. 


#RVR 1800 authorized Runway 01 for Categories A, B, and C. ° 


#RVR 2000 authorized Runway 01 for Category D. 


Day AND NIGHT MINIMUMS 





A B 
—_— DH vISs HAT DH vIS HAT DH 
4 729 % 250 729 % 250 729 
LOC: MDA VIS HAT MDA vis HAT MDA 
ore 860 34 381 860 % 381 860 
MDA VIS HAA MDA vIs HAA MDA 
Civnncseieieenettins tmve dois 980 1 483 980 1 483 1140 
eet eee Standard. T 2eng. or less*-Standard# 





2100 Supplementary charting information: Hold 
W, 1 minute, right turns, 099° Inbnd. 
TDZ elevation, 479. 


c D 

vIS HAT DH vis HAT 
34 250 729 % 250 

vIS HAT MDA VIS HAT 
% 381 860 aa 381 

VIS HAA MDA VIS HAA 
1% 643 1140 2 643 


T over 2eng.—Standard.# 


City, Louisville; State, Ky.; Airport name, Standiford Field; Elev., 497’; Facility I-LKS; Procedure No. ILS Runway 29, Amdt. 7; Eff. date, 12 Dee. 68; Sup. Amdt. No. 


LOC Runway 29, Amdt. 6; Dated, 10 Oct. 68 


These procedures shall become effective on the dates specified therein. 
(Secs. 307(c), 313(a), 601, Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 49 U.S.C. 1348 (c), 1354(a), 1421; 72 Stat. 749, 752, 775) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on November 6, 1968. 


fitle 12—BANKS AND BANKING 


Chapter V—Federal Home Loan Bank 
Board 
SUBCHAPTER B—FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 
SYSTEM 
[No. 22,309] 


PART 524—OPERATIONS OF THE 
BANKS 


Loans Guaranteed Under Foreign 
Assistance Act of 1961 


NOVEMBER 21, 1968. 

Resolved, that the Federal Home Loan 
Bank Board, for the purpose of imple- 
menting an amendment of section 12 of 
the Federal Home Loan Bank Act, as 
amended (12 U.S.C. 1432), made by sec- 
tion 1717 of the Housing and Urban De- 
velopment Act of 1968 (Public Law 
90-448, 90th Cong., 82 Stat. 476), to au- 
thorize certain investments by Federal 
Home Loan Banks in certain loans guar- 
anteed under the Foreign Assistance Act 


R. S. SLIFF, 


Acting Director, Flight Standards Service. 
[F.R. Doc. 69-13768; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 8:45 a.m.] 


of 1961, hereby amends Part 524 of the 
regulations for the Federal Home Loan 
Bank System (12 CFR Part 524) by add- 
ing a new § 524.2—1 immediately following 
§ 524.2 (12 CFR 524.2) to read as follows, 
effective December 2, 1968: 


§ 524.2-1 Loans guaranteed under sec- 
tions 221 or 224 of the Foreign As- 
sistance Act of 1961. 


Upon authorization by its board of di- 
rectors, a bank may acquire housing 
project loans, or interests therein, having 
the benefit of any guaranty under sec- 
tion 221 of the Foreign Assistance Act 
of 1961, as now or hereafter in effect, or 
loans, or interests therein, having the 
benefit of any guaranty under section 224 
of. such Act, or any commitment or 
agreement with respect to such loans, or 
interests therein, made pursuant to either 
of such sections. Any such acquisition 
shall be for the primary purpose of dis- 
posing thereof by sale of participations 
therein to members legally authorized to 
make such investment. Approval of the 
Board shall be obtained by a bank prior 
to any original acquisition including any 


commitment or agreement with respect 
to any such acquisition under this sec- 
tion, but a bank may repurchase at any 
time without Board approval a partici- 
pation interest theretofore sold. 

(Secs. 12, 17, 47 Stat. 735, 736, as amended; 12 


U.S.C. 1432, 1437. Reorg. Plan No. 3 of 1947, 12 
F.R. 4981, 3 CFR, 1943-1948 Comp., p. 1071) 


Resolved further that, since the amend- 
ment made hereby was the subject of dis- 
cussion by the Federal Home Loan Bank 
Board with all of the Presidents of the 
Federal Home Loan Banks, the Board 
finds that notice and public procedure 
on said amendment are unnecessary and, 
since the amendment relieves restriction, 
deferral of the effective date is not re- 
quired, and the Board hereby provides 
that said amendment shall become ef- 
fective as hereinbefore set forth. 


By the Federal Home Loan Bank 
Board. 


[SEAL] GRENVILLE L. MILLARD, Jr., 


Assistant Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-14313; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:51 a.m.] 
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Title 32—NATIONAL DEFENSE 


Chapter I—Office of the Secretary of 
Defense 


SUBCHAPTER M—MISCELLANEOUS 


PART 252—-DOD OFFSHORE MILITARY 
ACTIVITIES PROGRAM 


The Deputy Secretary of Defense ap- 
proved the following revision of Part 252 
on June 29, 1968: 

Sec. 

252.1 Purpose. 

252.2 Applicability and scope. 
252.3 Policy. — 

252.4 Responsibilities. 


AvuTnHorITY: The provisions of this Part 
252 issued under 5 U.S.C. 301. 


§ 252.1 Purpose. 


This part establishes policies and pro- 
cedures for the utilization of offshore 
public lands by the Department of De- 
fense. Consistent with the conclusions 
and recommendations of U.S. Navy/US. 
Air Force Study Identifying Alternatives 
to Existing Offshore Ranges, April 7, 
1966, as modified and approved by the 
Assistant Secretary of Defense (Installa- 
tions and Logistics), this directive will 
serve as the basis for the establishment 
of a comprehensive Offshore Military 
Activities Program. 


§ 252.2 Applicability and scope. 


(a) The provisions of this part apply 
to all components of the Department of 
Defense; and concern utilization for mili- 
tary purposes of the air space above, the 
surface, subsurface, and seabed of the 
Outer Continental Shelf and, when nec- 
essary, State controlled offshore sub- 
merged lands which are used for mili- 
tary purposes. 

(b) The policies and procedures estab- 
lished by DoD Directive 4165.6, “Real 
Property Acquisition, Management and 
Disposal,” September 15, 19557 (20 F.R. 
7113), and DoD Instruction 4165.12, 
“Prior Approval for Real Property Ac- 
tions,” February 6, 1967,> are in no way 
modified by the provisions of this part. 

(c) The responsibilities of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy arising by reason of 
the provisions of the Marine Resources 
and Engineering Development Act of 
1966, 80 Stat. 203, Public Law 89-454 are 
in no way limited by this Directive. 
Furthermore, the Secretary of the Navy 
shall serve as the representative of the 
Department of Defense on matters for 
which he is assigned responsibility pur- 
suant to Public Law 89-454; he shall keep 
the ASD (I&L) fully informed of pro- 
grams planned or developed and actions 
taken in this connection, so that con- 
sistency may be maintained between the 
Marine Resources Program and the Off- 
shore Military Activities Program. 

(d) In the administration of naviga- 
tion law with respect to navigation per- 
mits, the Corps of Engineers as a matter 


1 Copies availabie from Naval Supply Depot, 
5801 Tabor Avenue, Philadelphia, Pa. 19120, 
Attention: Code 300. 
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of general policy conducts liaison with 
the Military Departments prior to the 
issuance of a public notice in regard to 
@ proposed establishment of danger 
zones, fairways, or anchorages and prior 
to granting drilling permits in the off- 
shore area to insure compatibility with 
the Offshore Military Activities Program. 


§ 252.3 Policy. 


The Department of Defense supports 
the basic principle that public lands com- 
prising the Outer Continental Shelf and 
State controlled offshore submerged 
lands should be utilized or, to the extent 
feasible, be co-utilized in the highest na- 
tional interest. It is essential that the 
Department of Defense utilize substan- 
tial portions of such lands to maintain 
the effectiveness of its force structure; 
however, it is the policy of the Depart- 
ment of Defense that in utilizing offshore 
public lands, the Department of Defense 
will make use of the minimum amount 
of such lands as are essential for military 
purposes and will accommodate, on a 
shared-use basis nonmilitary interests to 
the maximum extent determined to be 
militarily and economically feasible. 

(a) Upon determination by the De- 
partment of the Interior, or the coastal 
States, that the mineral potential of cer- 
tain offshore public lands presently or 
proposed to be utilized for military pur- 
poses is of such importance that making 
such lands available for mineral produc- 
tion is highly desirable, the Department 
of Defense will endeavor to accommodate 
to the maximum feasible extent the Joint 
military-commercial utilization of sub- 
merged lands. 

(b) In the event it is determined that 
nonmilitary interests cannot be accom- 
modated without degradation of military 
programs not acceptable to the Depart- 
ment of Defense and alternatives are not 
available or are economically or militar- 
ily infeasible, the Department of De- 
fense will endeavor to reach agreement 
with the Department of the Interior or 
the coastal States, as applicable, to ex- 
clude such areas from current and pro- 
posed leasing programs. 


§ 252.4 Responsibilities. 


(a) The Assistant Secretary of De- 
fense (I&L) or his designee, acting for 
the Secretary of Defense will: 

(1) Develop and maintain a compre- 
hensive program for the military use of 
the offshore environment to meet the ob- 
jectives of the policies established herein 
and will provide direction and guidance 
to the military departments, as appro- 
priate. 

(2) Review and judge programs of the 
military departments designed to meet 
the objectives of policies established 
herewith. 

(3) Negotiate, with the advice and as- 
sistance of the appropriate military de- 
partments, and enter into such adminis- 
trative arrangements and agreements 
with the Department of the Interior and 
the coastal States as may be necessary to 
assure that their leasing plans and pro- 
grams remain compatible with Depart- 


ment of Defense missions. Each inter- 
ested military department shall be 
notified as soon as such negotiations or 
preliminary discussions are contem- 
plated, given the option of attending any 
negotiations or discussions in an advi- 
sory capacity, and in any case be in- 
formed fully of the results thereof. 

(4) Conduct continuing liaison with 
the Department of the Interior and ap- 
propriate coastal States to insure har- 
monious relationships between their pro- 
grams and those programs of the 
Department of Defense which must be 
carried out on or over offshore public 
lands; and further, inform concerned 
military departments of new develop- 
ments in mineral leasing plans of the De- 
partment of the Interior, coastal States 
and those industry prograths of signifi- 
cance to current or foreseeable military 
interests in offshore public lands. 

(b) Under the general direction of the 
ASD (I&L), the military departments 
will: 

(1) Review proposed mineral leasing 
maps of the Department of the Interior 
and the coastal States and advise ASD 
(I&L) of areas proposed for lease which 
could be incompatible with military mis- 
sions, and recommend conditions and 
stipulations which should be imposed in 
leases to assure the integrity of military 
missions and otherwise protect the inter- 
ests of the United States against claims 
arising out of damage to property and/or 
injury to nonmilitary persons. 

(2) Establish and maintain lines of 
communication and coordination so that 
each of the military departments are 
fully cognizant of plans, programs, and 
negotiations of other military depart- 
ments with, respect to offshore public 
lands, to assure compatibility within the 
entire military framework. Such coordi- 
nation is hereby authorized and 
encouraged. 

(3) Upon receipt of advice from the 
Corps of Engineers as to intent, conduct 
liaison with the Corps of Engineers, prior 
to the issuance of a public notice by the 
Corps of Engineers in regard to the pro- 
posed establishment of danger zones, 
fairways and anchorages, or the issuance 
of permits for offshore drilling to ensure 
the compatibility with offshore defense 
programs. 

(4) Maintain a continuing review of 
military programs and weapon systems to 
support recommended amendments or 
addenda to U.S. Navy/U.S. Air Force 
Study Identifying Alternatives to Exist- 
ing Offshore Ranges, April 7, 1966, and 
take other appropriate action with re- 
spect thereto with the approval of the 
Assistant Secretary of Defense (I&L). 

(5) Inform the Department of the 
Army (Office of the Chief of Engineers) 
of any change in the status of Shared 
Use Areas, Temporary Exclusive Use 
Areas, and Extended Exclusive Use Areas. 

(6) Develop legislation, when request- 
ed by the ASD (I&L) pursuant to Public 
Law 85-337 (43 U.S.C. 156), to restrict 
against operation of the mineral leasing 
provisions of the Outer Continental 
Shelf Lands Act. 
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(7) Conduct other activities related to 
the offshore environment as requested by 
the ASD (I&L). 


Maurice W. RocuHE, 


Director, Correspondence and 
Directives Division, OASD 
(Administration) . 


NOVEMBER 21, 1968. 


[FR. Doc. 68-14280; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 





Chapter XIV—The Renegotiation 
Board 
SUBCHAPTER B—RENEGOTIATION BOARD 
REGULATIONS UNDER THE 1951 ACT 
MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS TO 
SUBCHAPTER 


Subchapter B of Chapter XIV of Title 
32 is amended as follows: 


PART 1451—SCOPE OF RENEGOTIA- 
TION BOARD REGULATIONS 
UNDER THE RENEGOTIATION ACT 
OF 1951, AND DEFINITIONS APPLI- 
CABLE THERETO 


§ 1451.19 [Amended] 


Section 1451.19 “Fiscal year” is 
amended by changing “section 3797(a) 
(2)” to “section 761(a)”’. 





PART 1453—MANDATORY EXEMP- 
TIONS FROM RENEGOTIATION 


Section 1453.4 Contracts or subcon- 
tracts with tax-exempt charitable, reli- 
gious and educational institutions is 
amended by revising paragraph (b) to 
read as follows: 


§ 1453.4 Contracts or subcontracts with 
tax-exempt charitable, religious and 
educational institutions. 

7 * * 7 * 


(b) Related statutory provisions. Sec- 
tions 501(c) (3) and 512 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1954 correspond with 
sections 101(6) and 422 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1939. 


+ * * * * 





PART 1454—PARTIAL MANDATORY 
EXEMPTION OF PRIME CONTRACTS 
AND SUBCONTRACTS FOR NEW 
DURABLE PRODUCTIVE EQUIPMENT 


This part is amended in the following 
respects: 


§ 1454.2 [Amended] 

1. In Subpart A, § 1454.2 Application 
of act to subcontracts for new durable 
productive equipment is amended by 


changing “Bureau of Internal Revenue” 
to “Internal Revenue Service’. 


§ 1454.23 [Amended] 
2. In Subpart B, § 1454.23(a) Prime 
contracts is amended by changing “Bu- 


reau of Internal Revenue” to “Internal 
Revenue Service”. 
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PART 1455—PERMISSIVE EXEMP- 
TIONS FROM RENEGOTIATION 


§ 1455.3 [Amended] 


Section 1455.3(b)(3) Contracts for 
property used in trade or business of 


vendor is amended by changing “section | 


23(1)” to “section 167”. . 





PART 1457—-FISCAL YEAR BASIS FOR 
RENEGOTIATION AND EXCEPTIONS 


This part is amended in the following 
respects: 


§ 1457.5 [Amended] 


1. Section 1457.5(c) When price re- 
vision precedes renegotiation is amended 
by changing “section 3806” to “section 
1481”. 

2. Section 1457.5(e) Subcontracts is 
amended by changing “section 3806” to 
“section 1481”’. 





PART 1459—COSTS ALLOCABLE TO 
AND ALLOWABLE AGAINST RE- 
NEGOTIABLE BUSINESS 


This part is amended in the following 
respects: 


§ 1459.1 [Amended] 


1. Section 1459.1(b) (8) Replacement 
of inventory involuntarily liquidated is 
amended by changing “section 22(d) 
(6)” to “section 1321”. 

2. Section 1459.1(c) Costs allocable to 
uncompleted portions of terminated con- 
tracts and subcontracts is amended by 
changing “§ 29.42—-1 of Bureau of Inter- 
nal Revenue Regulations (29 CFR 29.42- 
1) and see also Bureau of Internal Rev- 
enue Mimeograph No. 4897” in subpara- 
graph (1) to “§1.451-1 and Internal 
Revenue Service Mimeograph No. 5897”. 


§ 1459.2 [Amended] 


3. Section 1459.2(b) Allowances is 
amended by changing “section 23(a)” 
to “section 162”. 

4. Section 1459.2(d) Pension, annu- 
ity, stock bonus and profit sharing plans 
is amended by changing “Bureau of In- 
ternal Revenue” to “Internal Revenue 
Service’”’. 


§ 1459.3 [Amended] 


5. Section 1459.3(c) Emergency fa- 
cilities is amended by changing “section 
124A” to “section 168”. 


§ 1459.5 [Amended] 


6. Section 1459.5(a) Losses in prior 
or subsequent years is amended by 
changing “Section 122” to “Section 172”. 

7. Section 1459.5(b)(2) Kinds of 
property is amended by changing “sec- 
tion 23(1)” in subdivision (i) to “section 
167” and by changing “section 124A” in 
subdivision (ii) to “section 168”. 

8. Section 1459.5(b) (3) What losses 


are dealt with is amended by c 
“section 117(j)” in subdivision (i) to 
“section 1231” and by changing “section 
23(e) or 23(f)” in subdivision (ii) to 
“section 165”. 
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9. Section 1459.5(b) (4) What gains 
are considered in allocating losses is 
amended by changing “section 117(j)” 
in subdivision (i) to “section 1231” and 
by changing “section 117(g) (3) and in 
section 117(0)” in subdivision (ii) to 
“sections 1238 and 1239”. 

10. Section 1459.5(b) (5) How to allo- 
cate losses to renegotiable business is 
amended by changing “section 23(1) or 
124A” in subdivision (ii) to “section 167 
or 168”’’. 


§ 1459.8 [Amended] 


11. Section 1459.8(a) Patent royalties 
is amended by changing “section 23(a)” 
in subparagraph (4) to “section 162’’. 

12. Section 1459.8(b) Charitable and 
other contributions is amended by 
changing “section 23 (0) and (q)” to 
“section 170”. 


§ 1459.9 [Amended] 


13. Section 1459.9(b) Adjustment for 
State tax imposed at a “flat rate.” is 
amended by changing “section 3806” in 
subparagraph (1) to “section 1481”. 





PART 1462—-RENEGOTIATION AND 
TAXES 


This part is amended in the following 
respects: 


§ 1462.2 [Amended] 


1. Section 1462.2 Statutory provisions 
is amended by changing “Section 3806 
of the Internal Revenue Code” in para- 
graph (b) to “Section 1481 of the Inter- 
nal Revenue Code of 1954 (corresponding 
with section 3806 of the Internal Reve- 
nue Code of 1939)”. 


§ 1462.3. [Amended] 


2. Section 1462.3(a) Allowance of 
credit for Federal taxes is amended by 
changing “section 3806” in subparagraph 
(1) to “section 1481” and by changing 
“Bureau of Internal Revenue” in sub- 
paragraphs (3) and (4) to “Internal 
Revenue Service”. 

3. Section 1462.3(b) Computation of 
credit for Federal tazes is amended by 
changing “The Bureau of Internal Reve- 
nue computes the credit allowable under 
section 3806” in subparagraph (1) to 
“The Internal Revenue Service computes 
the credit allowable under section 1481”. 


§ 1462.4 [Amended] 


4. Section 1462.4 Determination of 
Federal tar credit for partnerships and 
joint ventures is amended by changing 
“section 3806” in paragraphs (a) and (b) 
to “section 1481”. 


§ 1462.5 [Amended] 


5. Section 1462.5 Determination of 
Federal tax credit for sole proprietor, 
partnership and joint venture in com- 
munity property States is amended by 


changing “section 3806” to “section 
1481”. - 
§ 1462.6 [Amended] 


6. Section 1462.6 Determination of 
Federal tax credit in the case of a joint 
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return by husband and wife is amended 
by changing “section 12(d)” to “section 
2” and by changing “section 3806” to 
“section 1481”. 


§ 1462.8 [Amended] 


7. Section 1462.8 Special allocations 
of excessive profits elimination required 
for Federal tar purposes is amended by 
changing “section 3806” in paragraph 
(a) to “section 1481”. 


PART 1463—INTERIM PREPAYMENT 
OF EXCESSIVE PROFITS 


This part is amended in the following 
respects: 


§ 1463.3 [Amended] 


1. Section 1463.3 Procedure for ac- 
ceptance of interim prepayment of exces- 
sive profits is amended by changing 
“section 3806” in paragraph (a)(3) to 
“section 1481”. 


§ 1463.4 [Amended] 


2. Section 1463.4 Treatment of in- 
terim prepayment for Federal income 
tax purposes is amended by changing 
“section 3806” to “section 1481’. 


§ 1463.90 [Amended] 


3. Section 1463.90 Letter agreement 
transmitting interim prepayment of ez- 
cessive profits before close of fiscal 
year is amended by changing “section 
3806” in two places to “section 1481”. 


§ 1463.91 [Amended] 


4. Section 1463.91 Letter agreement 
providing for prepayment of exces- 
sive profits after close of fiscal year 
is amended by changing “section 3806” 
in three places to “section 1481” and by 
changing “Bureau of Internal Revenue” 
in three places to “Internal Revenue 
Service”’. 

§ 1463.92 [Amended] 


5. Section 1463.92 Letter agreement for 
voluntary prepayment of excessive profits 
likely to be received or accrued is 
amended by changing “section 3806” in 
two placesto “section 1481”. 


PART 1464—CONSOLIDATED RENE- 
GOTIATION OF AFFILIATED 
GROUPS AND RELATED GROUPS 


This part is amended in the following 
respects: 


§ 1464.7 [Amended] 


1. Section 1464.7. Miscellaneous pro- 
visions applicable to consolidated rene- 
gotiation is amended by changing 
“section 3806” in paragraph (c) to “sec- 
tion 1481”. 


§ 1464.8 [Amended] 


2. Section 1464.8 Allocation of exces- 
sive profits is amended by changing 
“section 3806” .to “section 1481”. 

§ 1464.90 [Amended] 

3. Section 1464.90 Letter form of re- 
quest for renegotiation on. consolidated 
basis (affiliated group) is amended by 
changing “section 141(d)” to “section 
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1504(a)” in paragraph 2 of the letter 
form set forth therein, and by changing 
“section 3806” to “section 1481” in para- 
graph 3 of such form. 


§ 1464.91 [Amended] 


4, Section 1464.91 Letter form of re- 
quest for renegotiation on consolidated 
basis (related groups) is amended by 
changing “section 3806” to “section 
1481” in paragraph 3 of the letter form 
set forth therein. 


PART 1498—FORMS RELATING TO 
AGREEMENTS AND ORDERS 


§ 1498.3 [Amended] 


Section 1498.3(a) Corporate contrac- 
tor is amended by inserting “in the 
amount of $ ” after “excessive 
profits of the Corporation” in the sec- 
ond paragraph of the form of resolution 
set forth in subparagraph (5). 


(Sec. 109, 65 Stat. 22; 50 U.S.C.A., App. sec. 
1219) 


Dated: November 22, 1968. 


LAWRENCE E. HarTwIGc, 
Chairman. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-14270; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


Title 43—PUBLIC LANDS: 
INTERIOR 


Chapter II—Bureau of Land Manage- 
ment, Department of the Interior 


APPENDIX—PUBLIC LAND ORDERS 
[Public Land Order 4539] 
[Arizona 1548] 


ARIZONA 


Withdrawal for Astrophysical 
Observatory 


By virtue of the authority vested in 
the President and pursuant to Executive 
Order No. 10355 of May 26, 1952 (17 F.R. 
4831), it is ordered as follows: 

1. Subject to valid existing rights, the 
following described national forest lands 
within the Coronado National Forest are 
hereby withdrawn from all forms of ap- 
propriation under the public land laws, 
including the mining laws (30 U.S.C. Ch. 
2), but not from leasing under the min- 
eral leasing laws, and reserved for use 
by the Smithsonian Institution as an 
astrophysical observatory: 

GILa AND SALT RIVER MERIDIAN 
CORONADO NATIONAL FOREST 


T.205S.,R. 14E., 
Sec. 10; 
Sec. 11, W% and SE; 
Sec. 12, Sw; 
Sec. 13, W\%4; 
Secs. 14 and 15; 
Sec. 22, lot 1, N%, SW%, NYSE, and 
SW'4%4SE\; 


Secs. 23, lots 1, 2, and 3, N%, N¥%S%, and 
SEYSEY,; . 

Sec. 24,W%; 

Sec. 26, lots 1, 2, and 3, NEYNEY%, and 
SYN. 


The areas described aggregate approxi- 
mately 4,744.08 acres in Santa Cruz 
County. 

2. The withdrawal made by this order 
does not alter the applicability of those 
public land laws governing the use of the 
national forest lands under lease, license, 
or permit, or governing the disposal of 
their mineral or vegetative resources 
other than under the mining laws, nor 
does it alter the jurisdiction of the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture over the lands for 
purposes other than construction, opéera- 
tion and maintenance of an astrophysical 
observatory. The terms and conditions 
for utilization of the lands by the Smith- 
sonian Institution will be governed by a 
memorandum of understanding entered 
into between the Department of Agri- 
culture and the Smithsonian Institution, 
as may be amended or supplemented. 


STEWaRT L. UDALL, 
Secretary of the Interior. 


NOVEMBER 21, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc, 68-14269; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


Title 45—PUBLIC WELFARE 


Subtitle A—Department of Health, 
Education, and Welfare, General 
Administration 


PART 13—ALLOCATION AND UTILI- 
ZATION OF SURPLUS PERSONAL 
PROPERTY FOR EDUCATIONAL, 
PUBLIC HEALTH, AND CIVIL DE- 
FENSE PURPOSES 


Allocation of Donable Property 


Part 13 of Title 45 CFR is hereby 
amended as follows: 

Section 13.4 is amended to read as 
follows: 


§ 13.4 Allocation of donable property. 


Allocation of donable property will be 
made on the basis of need and usability 
of the property. The following factors 
will be taken into consideration in ef- 
fecting equitable allocation of property: 

(a) Need and usability of property as 
reflected by requests from State agencies. 

(b) Regions or States in greatest need 
of the type of property to be allocated, 
where the particular important need is 
evidenced by a justification accompany- 
ing the expression of need. 

(c) Extraordinary needs occasioned 
by disasters. 

(d) The quantity of property of the 
type under consideration, which was 
previously allocated to or is potentially 
available to a State agency from a more 
advantageous point. 

(e) Performance of State agencies in 
effecting timely pickup of property. 

(f) Equity in allocation based on ratio 
of population and per capita income. 


Dated: November 23, 1968. 
WIiis0ur J. COHEN, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc, 68-14296; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 
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PART 14—MINIMUM STANDARDS OF 
OPERATION FOR STATE AGENCIES 
FOR SURPLUS PROPERTY 


Miscellaneous Amendments 


Part 14 of Title 45 CFR is amended as 
follows: 

1. In § 14.1, paragraphs (f) and (i) are 
amended to read as follows: 


§ 14.1 Definitions. 


(f) “Overage” means the excess oc- 
curring upon the'receipt of a larger num- 
ber of a specific item or a larger number 
of items than either (1) approved on an 
“Application for Donation of Surplus 
Personal Property,” Standard Form 123, 
or (2) listed on a shipping document. 
“Overage” also means the larger quan- 
tity of a single item or a larger number 
of items than shown by stock records 
upon inventory verification. 


* * * * * 


(i) “Shortage” means the deficiency 
occurring upon the receipt of a smaller 
number of a specific item or a smaller 
number of items than either (1) ap- 
proved on an “Application for Donation 
of Surplus Personal Property,” Stand- 
ard Form 123, or (2) listed on a shipping 
document. “Shortage” also means the 
smaller quantity of a single item or a 
smaller number of items than shown by 
stock records upon inventory verification. 


* * * + « 


2. Section 14.2 is amended to read as 
follows: 


§ 14.2 Basic policy. 


It is the policy of the Department to 
strengthen, and promote the improve- 
ment of operations of State agencies so 
as to achieve maximum effectiveness, effi- 
ciency, responsibility and equity in the 
distribution and utilization of surplus 
property for health, educational, and civil 
defense purposes. 


3. In § 14.5, paragraph (b) is amended 
as follows: 


§ 14.5 Plan of Operation. 


* * * . * 


(b) The Plan of Operation shall con- 
form to the State plan format prescribed 
by the Department in its Surplus Prop- 
erty Utilization Manual and include the 
following: 


* * * * * 


(2) A statement of: 

(i) The agency’s authority for the de- 
posit and investment of service charge 
funds; 

(ii) The types of depositories and/or 
investments of such funds; . 

(iii) Authority, for the disbursement of 
funds and the liquidation of investments; 

(iv) The agency’s authority for the ob- 
ligation and expenditure of service 
charge funds to acquire title to, or make 
advance rental payments for, distribution 
center and office facilities; 

(v) Provision for the submission of a 
liquidation plan for the Department’s ap- 
proval when a determination has been 
made to liquidate the State agency. The 
plan to be submitted at time of liquida- 





RULES AND REGULATIONS 


tion must include, but not be limited to, 
the following: 

(a) Authority for liquidating the 
agency; 

(b) Time schedule for liquidating the 
agency, including a date by which the 
agency shall be completely liquidated; 

(c) Method for disposing of Federal 
surplus property on hand; 

(d) Provision for the liquidation of 
agency assets; 

(e) Provision for preparing and sub- 
mission.of accounting records and finan- 
cial reports showing the receipt and dis- 
bursement of funds; 

(f) Provision for the maintenance, re- 
tention, and retirement of records beyond 
the date of final liquidation which would 
be made available for inspection by any 
authorized Federal official. 


* + * ” * 


4. In § 14.7, paragraphs (a) and (d) 
are amended and a new paragraph (g) 
is added to read as follows: 


§ 14.7 Service charges and funds. 


(a) Service charges, as a whole, for the 
care and handling of donable surplus 
property shall be limited to the amount 
necessary to pay actual expenses of cur- 
rent operations and to purchase neces- 
sary equipment, plus the accumulation 
and maintenance of a working capital 
reserve. The service charge assessed by 
a State agency for the transfer of dona- 
ble surplus property shall be reasonable 
in relation to costs incident to transfers. 


* * * * * 


(d) Integrity of funds accumulated 
from service charges against donee in- 
stitutions and organizations, including 
income accruing from their investments 
shall be maintained, and such funds shall 
be used only for the operations of the 
Surplus Property Utilization Program 
and shall not be available for any other 
purpose. Records and accounts shall be 
maintained by the State agency of 
monies expended for the construction of 
warehouses, the purchase of fixtures, 
equipment, trucks, etc., for State agency 
operations from service charge funds. 
When any of this property is no longer 
needed it shall be disposed of by trading 
the item for a like item, by public bid 
sale or under other arrangements ap- 
proved by the Department. All monies re- 
ceived from sale of such property shall be 
deposited in the service charge fund. 
Service charge funds may be used to pur- 
chase replacement parts for the purpose 
of rehabilitating Federal surplus prop- 
erty. Service charge funds may not be 
used to purchase property solely for do- 
nation purposes. No property, equipment, 
or facilities procured by the State agency 
through expenditure of service charge 
funds shall be transferred to or used, 
part-time or otherwise, by any agency 
or instrumentality of the State other 
than the State agency, unless such use 
is compensated for on a reasonable 
charge basis and the proceeds deposited 
to the service charge account. 

> 7 * + +. 


(g) Advance approval of the Depart- 
ment is required for the obligation or 
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expenditure of service charge funds to 
acquire office or distribution center fa- 
cilities, for making advance rental pay- 
ments to acquire or improve the same, 
or for capital improvements to such fa- 
cilities. State agencies desiring to utilize 
service charge funds for capital expendi- 
tures to acquire or improve office or dis- 
tribution center facilities shall submit a 
written proposal describing and justify- 
ing the proposed expenditure to the De- 
partment. The proposal must specify 
terms and conditions which would pro- 
tect the equities of the donees who con- 
tributed service charges to the fund. The 
following circumstances will be consid- 
ered in the Department’s determination 
that the protection is afforded by the 
proposal: 

(1) If title to the property in which 
the funds are invested will be vested in 
the State Agency for Surplus Property, 
and provision is made for refund to the 
donees of any amount received from the 
ultimate sale or other disposition of the 
property ; 

(2) If provision is made for a refund 
to the donees of any unamortized portion 
of funds advanced or expended in event 
occupancy by the State Surplus Property 
Agency is terminated; or 

(3) In the case of advance rental pay- 
ments, if the charges for occupancy of 
State-owned space are limited to the rea- 
sonable cost of maintenance and depre- 
ciation, unless it can be demonstrated 
that other State agencies are required to 
pay higher rentals under established 
State policy and practice. 


5. Section 14.8 is amended to read as 
follows: 


§14.8 Audits. 


The operations and financial] affairs of 
the State agency shall be audited at 
least every 2 years in accordance with 
generally accepted auditing standards by 
an appropriate State authority or by 
independent certified public accountants 
or independent licensed public account- 
ants, certified or licensed by a regula- 
tory authority of a State or other sub- 
division of the United States. Guidelines 
furnished by the Department shall be 
followed in conducting the audit. 


Dated: November 23, 1968. 
WILBuR J. COHEN, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-14297; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 








Chapter I—Office of Education, De- 
partment of Health, Education, and 
Welfare 


PART 116—FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE 
TO MEET THE SPECIAL EDUCA- 
TIONAL NEEDS OF EDUCATIONALLY 
DEPRIVED CHILDREN 


Miscellaneous Amendments 
Part 116 of Chapter I of Title 45 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations is amended 


principally to reflect the amendments 
made by Public Law 90-247 as follows: 
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1. The table of contents is amended by 
changing § 116.8 to read as follows: 
Sec. 
116.8 Special incentive grants. 


2. In $116.1, paragraph (s) is 
amended, and paragraphs (cc), (dd), 
and (ee) are added, to read as follows: 


§ 116.1 Definitions. 


* * * * * 


(s) “Low-income factor” means the 
limit of family annual income which is 
used in determining families with low 
annual incomes for the purpose of Title I 
of the Act. For fiscal years 1968, 1969, 
and 1970, the low-income factor is 
$2,000, except that when the appropria- 
tions under Title I of the Act are suffi- 
cient to satisfy all maximum grants to 
local educational agencies computed by 
using that factor, the low-income factor 
is $3,000. 

(20 U.S.C, 241c, 241h) 


* = * * oa 


(cc) “Migratory child of a migratory 
agricultural worker,” includes, for pur- 
pose of planning and administering pro- 
grams and projects, a child who has 
migrated with his parents but who, with 
the concurrence of his parents, resides 
in the area served by a State educational 
agency which carries out a program or 
project for migratory children of migra- 
tory agricultural workers, but a child 
shall not be considered migratory under 
this inclusion for a period of more than 
5 years. 


(20 U.S.C. 241e) 


(dd) “National effort index” means 
the percentage expressing the ratio of 
expenditures from al non-Federal 
sources in all States of the Union and the 
District of Columbia for public elemen- 
tary and secondary education to the 
total personal income in all the States of 
the Union and the District of Columbia. 


(20 U.S.C. 241h-1) 


(ee) “State effort index” means the 
percentage expressing the ratio of ex- 
penditures from all non-Federal sources 
in a State of the Union or the District 
of Columbia for public elementary and 
secondary education to the total personal 
income in that State or the District of 
Columbia. 


(20 U.S.C. 241h-1) 


3. Section 116.2, paragraph 
amended to read as follows: 


§ 116.2 Eligibility of local educational 
agencies. 


(a) A local educational agency in the 
State of the Union or the District of 
Columbia is eligible for a grant under 
Title I of the Act for a fiscal year if the 
Commissioner determines on the basis 
of satisfactory data available to him that 
the number of children aged 5 to 17, 
inclusive, in families residing in the 
school district of that local educational 
agency and having an annual income of 
less than the low-income factor, in fami- 
lies residing in that school district and 
receiving an annual income in excess of 
the low-income factor from payments 


(a) is 
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under a State plan approved under Title 
IV of the Social Security Act, living in 
that school district in institutions for 
neglected or delinquent children (other 
than children for whom a State agency 
is directly responsible for providing free 
public education), and living in foster 
homes in that school district and being 
supported with public funds, amounts to 
at least 10. 
7 * * * * 


(20 U.S.C, 241c) 


4. In § 116.3, paragraphs (a), (e), and 
(f) are amended to read as follows: 


§ 116.3 Determination of 


grants and payments. 


(a) The maximum grant for which a 
local educational agency in a State of the 
Union or the District of Columbia (other 
than a State agency directly responsible 
for providing free public education for 
handicapped children or for children in 
institutions for neglected or delinquent 
children) is eligible to receive under 
Title I of the Act will be determined by 
the Commissioner, if satisfactory data 
are available for that purpose, by multi- 
plying the sum of (1) the number of 
children aged 5 to 17, inclusive, in fam- 
ilies residing in the school district of the 
local educational agency and having an 
annual income of less than the low- 
income factor prescribed in § 116.1(s), 
(2) the number of children of those ages 
in families residing in the school district 
and receiving, from payments under the 
program of aid to families with depend- 
ent children under a State plan approved 
under Title IV of the Social Security Act, 
an annual income in excess of the low- 
income. factor prescribed in § 116.1(s), 
(3) the number of children of those ages 
living in the school district in institu- 
tions (other than institutions operated 
by the United States) for neglected or 
delinquent children (other than children 
for whom a State agency is directly re- 
sponsible for providing free public educa- 
tion) and (4) the number of children of 
those ages living in foster homes in the 
school district and being supported with 
public funds, by the Federal percentage 
prescribed in § 116.1(1) of the average 
per pupil expenditure in that State or, if 
greater, in the United States. 


* + * * + 


(e) The maximum grant for which a 
State agency directly responsible for 
providing free public education for 
handicapped children, or for children in 
institutions for neglected or delinquent 
children is eligible will be determined by 
multiplying the number of children in 
average daily attendance, and receiving 
free education at schools for such chil- 
dren which are operated or supported by 
that State agency by the Federal per- 
centage prescribed in § 116.1(1) of the 
average per pupil expenditure in that 
State or, beginning with fiscal year 1968 
in the case of handicapped children and 
beginning with fiscal year 1969 in the 
case of children in institutions for ne- 
glected or delinquent children, in the 
United States, if higher. The provisions 
of this paragraph (e) do not apply to 


maximum 


Puerto Rico, Guam, American Samoa, 
the Virgin Islands, or the Trust Territory 
of the Pacific Islands. 

(f) The maximum grant for which a 
State educational agency in a State of 
the Union or the District of Columbia is 
eligible for establishing or improving 
programs for migratory children of 
migratory agricultural workers is the 
sum of the estimated number of such 
migratory children aged 5 to 17, inclu- 
sive, who reside in the State full time and 
the full time equivalent of the estimated 
number of such migratory children aged 
5 to 17, inclusive, who reside in the State 
part time, multiplied by the Federal per- 
centage of the average per pupil expendi- 
ture in the States of the Union and the 
District of Columbia or, beginning with 
fiscal year 1969, in that State, if greater. 
The estimate of the number of such mi- 
gratory children will be derived by the 
Commissioner from the best data avail- 
able to him of the number of intrastate 
migratory workers, and of the average 
number of interstate migratory workers, 
in the several States of the Union and 
the District of Columbia. 


(20 U.S.C, 241c) 


5. Section 116.8 is amended to read as 
follows: 


§ 116.8 Special incentive grants. 


(a) A State educational agency of a 
State of the Union or the District of Co- 
lumbia is eligible for a special incentive 
grant for fiscal year 1969 and fiscal 
years thereafter if that State’s effort 
index for the preceding fiscal year ex- 
ceeds the national effort index for that 
year. 

(b) The amount of the special incen- 
tive grant to which an eligible State 
educational agency is entitled will be 
determined by multiplying the amount 
of $1 for each 0.01 percent by which 
that State’s effort index for the pre- 
ceding fiscal year exceeds the national 
effort index for that preceding fiscal year 
by the aggregate number of children 
counted for purposes of entitling local 
educational agencies within that State 
to grants in accordance with paragraphs 
(a), (e), and (f) of $116.3. If the sum 
of the amounts for all eligible States 
exceed the amount appropriated for 
special incentive grants for any fiscal 
year, such amounts shall be ratably re- 
duced. No State educational agency 
shall receive in any year more than 15 
percent of the total amount appropri- 
ated for special incentive grants for that 
year. 

(c) Special incentive grants may be 
made available to local educational 
agencies upon application to the State 
educational agency. Grants shall be 
distributed to local educational agencies 
which have the greatest need for addi- 
tional funds for approvable Title I proj- 
ects. All other sections of this part, ex- 
cept those applying to the distribution of 
funds, shall apply to the use of special 
incentive grants. 

(d) The availability of special incen- 
tive grants to a State shall not affect 
the eligibility of the State educational 
agency for funds for administration and 
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for technical assistance to local educa- 
tional agencies with respect to the 
measurement of educational achieve- 
ment and evaluation of programs called 
for by § 116.22. 


(20 U.S.C. 241h-1) 
6. Section 116.9, paragraphs (a), (b) 


and (d), are amended to read as 

follows: ; 

§ 116.9 Ratable reductions and reallot- 
ments, 


(a) If the sums appropriated for any 
fiscal year are not sufficient to pay in 
full the amounts which all local and 
State educational agencies and the De- 
partment of the Interior are eligible to 
receive under Title I of the Act for that 
year, the amounts available to State and 
local educational agencies (other than 
those in Puerto Rico, Guam, American 
Samoa, the Virgin Islands, and the 
Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands) 
will, subject to such limitations as may 
be applied by statute to funds appropri- 
ated under Title I of the Act, be rat- 
ably reduced, except that the amounts 
made’ available to State educational 
agencies for administration and techni- 
cal assistance with respect to the meas- 
urement of educational achievement 
and evaluation of projects will not be 
reduced below $150,000. Inasmuch as 
the amounts available for allotment 
among Puerto Rico, Guam, American 
Samoa, the Virgin Islands; the Trust 
Territory of the Pacific Islands, and the 
Department of the Interior for grants 
and payments are, in the first instance, 
based on the sums appropriated, such 
amounts are not subject to pro-rata re- 
duction under this paragraph. 

(b) The Commissioner may set dates 
by which State educational agencies 
(other than those in Puerto Rico, Guam, 
American Samoa, the Virgin Islands, and 
the Trust Territory of the Pacific Is- 
lands) must certify to him the amounts 
for which applications of State and local 
educational agencies (including State 
agencies directly responsible for provid- 
ing free public education for handicapped 
children or for children in institutions 
for neglected or delinquent children) 
have been or will, during that fiscal year, 
be approved by such agencies and by 
which such State educational agencies 
must file applications with the Commis- 
sioner for establishing or improving pro- 
grams for migratory children of migra- 
tory agricultural workers. Subject to such 
limitations as may be applied by statute 
to funds appropriated under Title I of 
the Act, the excess of the amounts made 
available to such State and local educa- 
tional agencies in accordance with par- 
agraph (a) of this section over the 
amounts which the State educational 
agency determines such agencies will use 
(including amounts necessary to fund 


such special arrangements as may be 
made by the Commissioner for education 
of migratory children of migratory agri- 
cultural workers) shall be made avail- 
able, first by State educational agencies 
to other educational agencies in the par- 
ticular State but not to make available 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


to an agency more than the maximum 
basic grant to which that agency is en- 
titled. The amounts made available under 
this paragraph for distribution within a 
State shall be distributed among the 
State and local educational agencies 
which apply for additional funds and 
which have the greatest needs to redress 
inequities inherent in, or mitigating 
hardships caused by, the application of 
the provisions of §§ 116.3 and 116.4. The 
needs of the State and local educational 
agencies, and the amounts to which they 
shall be eligible, shall be determined on 
the basis of the extent to which the State 
educational agency determines the appli- 
cation of those provisions fail, as a re- 
sult of population shifts, changing eco- 
nomic conditions, or other reasons, to 
reflect actual needs. In the event excess 
amounts are still available after apply- 
ing the foregoing provisions of this par- 
agraph, those excess amounts will be 
distributed by the Commissioner among 
other States of the Union or the District 
of Columbia in accordance with their 
needs as determined by the Commis- 
sioner for use by local educational agen- 
cies having the greatest need therefor. In 
no event, however, will the total amount 
made available to an agency exceed the 
maximum basic grant to which that 
agency is entitled. 


* * * * + 


(d) In the event that additional funds 
are made available for making payments 
under Title I of the Act for that year, 
such additional funds will be applied to 
increase ratably the amounts available 
under paragraphs (a) and (b) of this 
section to State and local educational 
agencies in States other than Puerto 
Rico, Guam, American Samoa, the Virgin 
Islands, and the Trust Territory of the 
Pacific Islands and, to the extent called 
for by the Act appropriating such ad- 
ditional funds, the amounts available for 
allotment for grants and payments 
among the Department of the Interior 
and, together with appropriate additional 
amounts for administration and techni- 
cal assistance, Puerto Rico, Guam, Amer- 
ican Samoa, the Virgin Islands, and the 
Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands. 
The amounts available to State educa- 
tional agencies for administration and 
technical assistance will be ratably in- 
creased pursuant to this paragraph only 
to the extent that the amounts made 
available for grants, in the case of Puerto 
Rico, Guam, Wake Island, American 
Samoa, the Virgin Islands, and the Trust 
Territory of the Pacific Islands, are in- 
creased above $2,500,000 or in the case 
of any other State, above $15 million. In 
no event, however, will the total amount 
made available to an agency exceed the 
maximum grant to which that agency 
is entitled. 


(20 U.S.C. 241 g and h) 
7. In §116.17, paragraphs (h) and 


(k) are revised, and a new paragraph 
(m) is added, to read as follows: 


§ 116.17 Project covered by an applica- 
tion. 


> * + . . 
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(h) Each application for a grant un- 
der Title I of the Act for educationally 
deprived children residing in a project 
area shall contain an assurance that the 
use of the grant funds will not result 
in a decrease in the use for educationally 
deprived children residing in that proj- 
ect area of State or local funds which, in 
the absence of funds under Title I of the 
Act, would be made available for that 
project area and that neither the proj- 
ect area nor the educationally deprived 
children residing therein will otherwise 
be penalized in the application of State 
and local funds because of such a use of 
funds under Title I of the Act. For the 
purposes of this paragraph, the failure 
to use State or local funds to provide to 
a project area or to children residing 
therein services comparable to those 
services which have been, or are to be, 
generally provided to other areas or chil- 
dren will be deemed to constitute a pe- 
nalization of that project area or of those 
children. No project under Title I of 
the Act will be deemed to have been de- 
signed to meet the special educational 
needs of educationally deprived chil- 
dren unless the funds made available for 
that project are to be used to supple- 
ment, and not supplant, State or local 
funds. 


i. & © a * 


(k) An application by a State educa- 
tional agency to the Commissioner for 
a grant under Title I of the Act for the 
education of migratory children of mi- 
gratory agricultural workers shall de- 
scribe a program designed to meet the 
special educational needs of such mi- 
gratory children. The application shall 
describe the individual projects that are 
contemplated and identify the local edu- 
cational agencies, if any, through which 
the projects will be carried out, which 
application shall be in sufficient detail 
to enable the Commissioner to determine 
whether he will exercise his authority 
to make special arrangements pursuant 
to section 105(c)(2) in Title I of the 
Act. Within the total of the grants made 
available for the program, the program 
covered by an approved application may, 
without altering the essential nature of 
the program, be modified from time to 
time to reflect changing conditions. The 
State educational agency shall notify 
= Commissioner of any such modifica- 

ons. 


© * * > * 


(m) An application for a project which 
involves the use of education aides shall 
include evidence that the local educa- 
tional agency has provided, or will pro- 
vide, a coordinated program for the joint 
training of the aides and the professional 
staff whom they will assist. 


(20 U.S.C. 241e) 


8. In § 116.18, a new paragraph (f) is 
added to read as follows: 


§ 116.18 Size, scope, and quality of 
projects. 
a + * : 2 
(f) Each local educational agency 
shall provide for the maximum practical 
involvement of parents of educationally 
deprived children in the area to be served 
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in the planning, development, operation, 
and appraisal of projects, including their 
representation on advisory committees 
which may be established for the local 
Title I program. 

(20 U.S.C. 241e(a) (1) ) 


9. In § 116.21, a new paragraph (f) is 
added to read as follows: 


§ 116.21 Requirements with respect to 
construction. 
* 7 a 7 


(f) The State educational agency shall 
not approve a project involving construc- 
tion of school facilities if it finds that 
such construction would lead to, or would 
tend to maintain, the cultural or linguis- 
tic isolation of children. 


(20 U.S.C. 241e) 


10. Paragraph (c) of 
amended to read as follows: 


§ 116.33 Allocation to local educational 
agencies. 
* * * * * 


(c) The State educational agency shall 
advise the Commissioner of the amounts 
needed to fund those applications by 
local educational agencies for grants 
which are approved by the State educa- 
tional agency, together with appropriate 
information concerning each of the proj- 
ects covered by such applications, and 
of the additional amount not in excess 
of (1) one percent of the maximum 
grants to State and local educational 
agencies of the State as adjusted pur- 
suant to §116.9 or (2) $150,000 (or 
$25,000 in the case of Puerto Rico, Wake 
Island, Guam, American Samoa, the Vir- 
gin Islands, or the Trust Territory of the 
Pacific Islands), whichever is greater, 
which is required by the State educa- 
tional agency for administration and for 
technical assistance to local educational 
agencies with respect to the measure- 
ment of educational achievement and 
evaluation of programs called for 
by § 116.22. 


(20 U.S.C. 241g) 


11. In § 116.42, paragraphs (a) and 
(b) are amended to read as follows: 


§ 116.42 Obligation of Federal appro- 


priations. 


(a) The notification by the Commis- 
sioner to State educational agencies and 
the Department of the Interior of the 
amounts made available for approval by 
those agencies and the Department of 
the Interior will be regarded as obligat- 
ing the Government of the United States 
in the amounts specified. Federal ap- 
propriations so obligated will remain 
available for use as _ prescribed in 
§ 116.46. 

(b) The notification by the Commis- 
sioner to State educational agencies of 
the amounts available to those agencies 
for administration and technical assist- 
ance with respect to the measurement 
of educational achievement and evalua- 
tion of programs in accordance with the 
provisions of section 107(b) in Title I 
of the Act will be regarded as obligating 
the Government of the United States. 
Federal appropriations so obligated will 
remain available for use as prescribed 
in § 116.46. 


= o * * + 


§ 116.33 is 





RULES AND REGULATIONS 


(20 U.S.C. 241g) 


12. In §116.46, paragraph 
amended to read as follows: 


§ 116.46 Use of Federal funds and liqui- 
dation of obligations by State or local 
educational agencies. 

* + + + 7 


(f) Obligations entered into by State 
and local educational agencies and pay- 
able out of funds under Title I of the 
Act shall be liquidated prior to the end 
of the fiscal year following the fiscal 
year in which such funds are made 
available for use by such agencies un- 
less prior to the end of that following 
fiscal year the State educational agency 
determines that the time for so liquidat- 
ing specific obligations should be ex- 
tended, extends such time, and notifies 
the Commissioner of the extension. 


(20 U.S.C. 241f) 


13. In § 116.47, paragraph 
amended to read as follows: 


§ 116.47 Expenditures by State and lo- 
cal educational agencies. 
* + * * * 


(b) All proceeds from the sale of prop- 
erty being inventoried pursuant to the 
provisions of § 116.55 but not less than 
the fair market value of such property, 
the net proceeds from the rental of such 
property, and any income received as 
the result of the conduct of an approved 
project shall be credited to the Federal 
Government. 


14. Section 116.51 is amended to read 
as follows: 


(f) is 


(b) is 


§ 116.51 Approval of State applications. 


The Commissioner will approve each 
application by a State, through its State 
educational agency, to participate in the 
grant program under Title I of the Act 
if he determines that the application 
meets the requirements of section 106(a) 
in Title I of the Act and the regulations 
in Subpart D of this part. He will not 
finally disapprove any State application, 
or any application by a State educa- 
tional agency for migratory children of 
migratory agricultural workers, except 
after reasonable notice and opportunity 
for a hearing to the State educational 
agency with respect to the disapproval 
of that application. 


(20 U.S.C. 241f) 


15. In §116.53 paragraph 
amended to read as follows: 

§ 116.53 Allowable expenditures. 
- > >: 2 >. 

(e) None of the funds under Title I 
of the Act may be used for religious wor- 
ship or instruction. 

(20 U.S.C. 885) 

16. In §116.54, paragraph 

amended to read as follows: 


§ 116.54 Retention of records. 


(a) Subject to the provisions of para- 
graph (c) of § 116.55, each State educa- 
tional agency and local educational 
agency receiving a grant under Title I 
of the Act shall keep intact and accessi- 
ble all records relating to such Federal 
grants or the accountability of the 


(e) is 


(a) is 
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grantee for the expenditure of such 
grants (1) for 5 years after the close of 
the fiscal year in which the expenditure 
was made, or (2) until the State educa- 
tional agency is notified that such rec- 
ords are not needed for administrative 
review, whichever is the earlier. 
* - * + + 


(20 U.S.C. 242) 


17. In §116.55, paragraph 
amended to read as follows: 


(c) is 


§ 116.55 Inventories of equipment. 


* * * * * 


(c) The records of such inventories 
of equipment shall be retained for a pe- 
riod of one year following the period for 
which the inventories are required under 
this section to be maintained. 

(20 U.S.C. 241f) 


18. Section 116.57 is amended to read 
as follows: 


§ 116.57 Copyrights and patents. 


(a) If a copyright is obtained on ma- 
terials produced through a project with 
financial assistance under Title I of the 
Act, the Federal Government shall be 
granted a nonexclusive, irrevocable, 
royalty-free license to reproduce and 
publish the material so copyrighted, in- 
cluding the power to sublicense for all 
governmental purposes. 

(b) Any materials of a patentable na- 
ture produced through a project with fi- 
nancial assistance under Title I of the 
Act shall be subject to the provisions of 
Parts 6 and 8 of this title. 

(20 U.S.C. 242) 


(Sec. 7, 64 Stat. 1107, as renumbered sec. 301, 
79 Stat. 35; 20 U.S.C. 242) 


Dated: October 25, 1968. 
Haroitp Howe II, 
U.S. Commissioner of Education. 
Approved: November 23, 1968. 
WILBuR J. COHEN, 


Secretary of Health, 
Education, and Welfare. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-14299; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.j 


Title 46—SHIPPING 


Chapter |I—Coast Guard, Department 
of Transportation _ 
SUBCHAPTER B—MERCHANT MARINE OFFICERS 
AND SEAMEN 
[CGFR 68-129] 


PART 10—LICENSING OF OFFICERS 
AND MOTORBOAT OPERATORS 
AND REGISTRATION OF STAFF 
OFFICERS 


SUBCHAPTER T—SMALL PASSENGER VESSELS 
(UNDER 100 GROSS TONS) 


PART 187—LICENSING 
Renewals or Raises of Grade of 
Licenses 


It has been determined that, if a per- 
son proves himself proficient in color 
vision, he normally does not lose his 
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color sense except by physical damage 
to the eye. The amendments to 46 CFR 
10.02-7(e), 10.02-9(f) (1) and (2), 
(0.20-7(a) (3), 10.20-9(a), and 187.15-20 
(a) in this document are for the purpose 
of allowing an alternate procedure in 
hecking the color sense of applicants 
‘or renewals or raises of grade of li- 
censes; i.e., to allow the color sense ex- 
amination to be conducted by the Officer 
in Charge, Marine Inspection, or his 
designated representative in the Marine 
Inspection Office. If there is any question 
about an applicant’s color vision, the ap- 
plicant will be, as in the past, required to 
obtain an official certificate of a medical 
officer of the United States Public Health 
Service or have a color sense examina- 
tion and certification made by a repu- 
table physician. This change is to assist 
in expediting the processing of applica- 
tions for renewals or raises of grade of 
licenses. 

The provisions of 46 CFR 10.02-9(e) 
(2) require that an applicant for renewal 
of a license as master, mate, or pilot 
and who has not served under the au- 
thority of his license within 3 years next 
preceding the date of application for re- 
newal, shall demonstrate his knowledge 
of the Rules of the Road applicable to 
the waters for which he is licensed. A 
written examination may be required, 
or the applicant may be examined orally 
and a summary of the oral examination 
placed in his license file. The amend- 
ment to 46 CFR 10.02-9(e) (2) in this 
document is intended to authorize the 
Officer in Charge, Marine Inspection, 
wider latitude and discretion with re- 
spect to imposing a waiting period fol- 
lowing failure of a Rules of the Road 
examination, and in no case require the 
applicant to wait more than one month 
from the date of his last unsatisfactory 
examination before taking a reexamina- 
tion. 

It is hereby found that compliance with 
the Administrative Procedure Act (re- 
specting notice of proposed rule making, 
public rule making procedures thereon, 
and effective date requirements), with 
respect to renewals or raises of grade of 
licenses is unnecessary because the 
amendments in this document are 
changes in procedures or policy and are 
exempted from the requirements of sec- 
tion 553 of Title 5, U.S. Code, under the 
provisions set forth therein. 

By virtue of the authority vested in me 
as Commandant, U.S. Coast Guard, by 
section 632 of Title 14, U.S. Code, and 
the laws cited with the following regu- 
lations, and the delegation of authority 
in 49 CFR 1.4(a)(2), the following 
amendments are prescribed and shall 
become effective on date of publication 


of this document in the FrpErRAL 
REGISTER. 
Subpart 10.02—General Require- 


ments for All Deck and Engineer 
Officers’ Licenses 


1. Section 10.02-7(e) is amended by 
revising subparagraph (1) and making 
the revised text subparagraphs (1) and 
(2), and by redesignating subparagraph 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


(2) as (3), so that § 10.02-7(e) reads as 
follows: 


§ 10.02—-7 Requirements for raise of 
grade of license. 
* * * * . 


(e) Physical requirements. (1) No li- 
cense as master, mate or pilot shall be 
raised in grade except upon satisfactory 
evidence that the color sense of the ap- 
plicant is normal. Applicants for raise 
in grade of engineer’s licenses shall not 
be subjected to examination for color 
sense. The satisfactory evidence may be 
in the form of a certificate of a medical 
officer of the U.S. Public Health Service 
or, in those ports where testing equip- 
ment is available, upon examination by 
the Officer in Charge, Marine Inspection, 
or his designated representative. In ex- 
ceptional cases where an applicant 
would be put to great inconvenience or 
expense to appear before a medical 
officer of the U.S. Public Health Service, 
and facilities are not available to the 
Officer in Charge, Marine Inspection, the 
color sense examination and certification 
may be made by a reputable physician. 

(2) The color sense will be tested by 
means of a pseudoisochromatic plate test, 
but any applicant who fails this test will 
be eligible if he can pass the “Williams” 
lantern test or equivalent. A person fail- 
ing the pseudoisochromatic plate test 
shall, if the Public Health Station at 
which he is undergoing test is not 
equipped with a lantern, pay his own ex- 
penses to journey to such station as is 
equipped with same. 

(3) In the event it is found that an 
applicant for raise of grade of license 
obviously suffers from some physical or 
mental infirmity to a degree that, in the 
opinion of the Officer in Charge, Marine 
Inspection, would render him incompe- 
tent to perform the ordinary duties of 
an officer at sea, he shall be required to 
undergo an examination by a medical 
officer of the Public Health Service to 
determine his competency in such re- 
spects. Nothing herein contained shall 
debar an applicant who has lost the 
sight of one eye from securing a raise of 
grade of his license: Provided, He is 
qualified in all other respects: And pro- 
vided, That his vision in his one eye 
passes the test required for the better 
eye of an applicant possessed of both 
eyes. If the applicant subsequently pro- 
duces a certificate from the Public 
Health Service to the effect that his con- 
dition has improved to a satisfactory 
degree, or is normal, he shall be qualified 
in this respect. 


* * * * + 


2. Section 10.02-9 is amended by re- 
vising paragraphs (e)(2), and (f) (1) 
and (2), to read as follows: 

§ 10.02—9 Requirements for renewal of 
license. 
+ os * * . 

(e) Masters’, mates’, or pilots’ li- 
ome, * >> 

(2) Every Officer in Charge, Marine 
Inspection, shall before renewing an ex- 
isting license to a master, mate, or pilot 
who has not served under the authority 
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of his license within the 3 years next 
preceding the date of application for 
renewal, or who has not been employed 
in a position closely related to the opera- 
tion of vessels during the same 3-year 
period, satisfy himself that such licensed 
officer is thoroughly familiar with the 
Rules of the Road applicable to the 
waters for which he is licensed. A written 
examination may be required for this 
purpose, or the applicant may be exam- 
ined orally and a summary of the oral 
examination placed in the officer’s li- 
cense file. In the event a candidate fails 
the examination, the Officer in Charge, 
Marine Inspection, may reexamine him 
immediately or impose a waiting period 
to allow the applicant sufficient time 
to review the Rules of the Road. In no 
case will the applicant be required to 
wait more than 1 month from the date 
of his last unsatisfactory examination. 

(f) Physical requirements. (1) No li- 
cense as master, mate, or pilot shall be 
renewed except upon satisfactory evi- 
dence that the color sense of the appli- 
cant is normal. Applicants for renewal 
of license as engineer shall not be sub- 
ject to examination as to ability to dis- 
tinguish colors. The satisfactory evi- 
dence may be in the form of a certificate 
of a medical officer of the U.S. Public 
Health Service, or, in those ports where 
testing equipment is available, upon ex- 
amination by the Officer in Charge, 
Marine Inspection, or his designated 
representative. In exceptional cases 
where an applicant would be put to great 
inconvenience or expense to appear be- 
fore a medical officer of the U.S. Public 
Health Service, and facilities are not 
available to the Officer in Charge, Marine 
Inspection, the color sense examination 
and certification may be made by a repu- 
table physician. 

(2) The color sense will be tested by 
means of a pseudoisochromatic plate 
test, but any applicant who fails this 
test will be eligible if he can pass the 
“Williams” lantern test or equivalent. 
A person failing the pseudoisochromatic 
plate test shall, if the facility at which 
he is undergoing test is not equipped with 
a lantern, pay his own expenses to jour- 
ney to such Public Health Service facility 
as is equipped with same. 

* * * + + 
(R.S. 4405, as amended, 4462, as amended, 
sec. 6(b) (1), 80 Stat. 938; 46 U.S.C. 375, 416, 
49 U.S.C. 1655(b); 49 CFR 1.4(a)(2). In- 
terpret or apply R.S. 4417a, as amended, 
4426, as amended, 4427, as amended, 4438, 
as amended, 4438a, as amended, 4439, as 
amended, 4440, as amended, 4441, as amended, 
4442, as amended, 4443, as amended, 4445, as 
amended, sec. 2, 29 Stat. 188, as amended, 
sec. 1, 34 Stat. 1411, as amended, secs. 1, 2, 
49 Stat. 1544, 1545, as amended, sec. 3, 70 
Stat. 152 and sec. 3, 68 Stat. 675; 46 U.S.C. 
391la, 404, 405, 224, 224a, 226, 228, 229, 214, 
230, 231, 225, 237, 367, 390b, 50 U.S.C. 198) 


Subpart 10.20—Motorboat 
Operators’ Licenses 
§ 10.20-7 [Amended] 


3. Section 10.20-7 Physical examina- 
tion requirements is amended by chang- 
ing at the end of the first sentence of 
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paragraph (a)(3) the phrase from “a 
certificate of satisfactory color sense” to 
“satisfactory evidence of adequate color 
sense.” . 

4. Section 10.20-9(a) is amended by 
revising the introductory text only (sub- 
paragraph (1) remains in effect as 
written) to read as follows: 


§ 10.20-—9 Requirements for renewal. 


(a) An operator’s license may be re- 
newed by application to an Officer in 
Charge, Marine Inspection. The presen- 
tation of the license to be renewed, to- 
gether with satisfactory evidence of 
adequate color sense, shall be considered 
sufficient evidence upon which to renew 
a license; unless facts shall have come 
to the knowledge of the Officer in Charge, 
Marine Inspection, which would render 
a@ renewal improper in the case of a par- 
ticular application. The satisfactory 
evidence of color sense may be in the 
form of a certificate of a medical officer 
of the U.S. Public Health Service, or in 
those ports where testing equipment is 
available, upon examination by the Offi- 
cer in Charge, Marine Inspection, or his 
designated representative. In exceptional 
cases where an applicant would be put 
to great inconvenience or expense to ap- 
pear before a medical officer of the U.S. 
Public Health Service and facilities are 
not available to the Officer in Charge, 
Marine Inspection, the color sense ex- 
amination and certification may be made 
by a reputable physician. 

7. * . 2 
(R.S. 4405, as amended, 4462, as amended, 
sec. 6(b) (1), 80 Stat. 938; 46 U.S.C. 375, 416, 
49 U.S.C. 1655(b); 49 CFR 1.4(a) (2). Inter- 
pret or apply secs. 7, 17, 54 Stat. 165, as 
amended, 166, as amended, sec. 2, 68 Stat. 
484; 46 U.S.C. 526f, 526p, 239b) 


Subpart 187.15—Renewal of 
‘ Licenses 


5. Section 187.15-20(a) is amended by 
revising the introductory text only (sub- 
paragraphs (1) and (2) remain in effect 
as written) to read as follows: 

§ 187.15-20 Physical requirements. 


(a) No license as operator shall be re- 
newed except upon satisfactory evidence 
that the color sense of the applicant is 
normal. The satisfactory evidence may 
be in the form of a certificate of a medi- 
cal officer of the U.S. Public Health Serv- 
ice, or in those ports where testing equip- 
ment is available, upon examination by 
the Officer in Charge, Marine Inspection, 
or his designated representative. In ex- 
ceptional cases where an applicant would 
be put to great inconvenience or expense 
to appear before a medical officer cf the 
U.S. Public Health Service and facilities 
are not available to the Officer in Charge, 
Marine Inspection, the color sense ex- 
amination and certification may be made 
by a reputable physician. 

s o ” : a 


(Secs. 7, 17, 54 Stat. 165, as amended, 166, as 
amended, sec. 3, 70 Stat. 152, sec. 6(b) (1), 80 
Stat. 938; 46 U.S.C. 526f, 526p, 390b, 49 U.S.C. 
1655(b); 49 CFR 1.4(a) (2). Interpret or ap- 
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ply RS. 4417a, as amended, 4426, as 
amended; 46 U.8.C. 391a, 404) 


Dated: November 22, 1968. 


W. J. Smrru, 
Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard, 
' Commandant. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-14309; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:50 a.m.] 


[CGFR 68-127] 


PART 11—LICENSES IN TEMPORARY 
GRADES OR SPECIAL ENDORSE- 
MENTS ON LICENSES TO PERMIT 
TEMPORARY SERVICE 


Endorsements to Licenses of Engineers 
of Steam Vessels Authorizing Serv- 


ice in Temporary Capacity on Motor 
Vessels 


The Coast Guard has the administra- 
tive responsibility for establishing re- 
quirements and procedures for the li- 
censing of persons who are deemed suffi- 
ciently qualified to serve as licensed offi- 
cers on merchant vessels. The regulations 
in 46 CFR Part 10 set forth the qualifi- 
cations for persons to serve as officers 
of merchant vessels under normal con- 
ditions, and procedures are provided for 
applicants to obtain various grades of li- 
censes. The regulations in 46 CFR Part 11 
were established and made effective on 
March 17, 1966, to provide alternate pro- 
visions with respect to the licensing of 
officers in temporary grades or to permit 
temporary service because of the neces- 
sity to adequately staff the vessels re- 
quired to meet the increasing needs of 
commerce. At that time the Coast Guard 
found that definite shortages or potential 
shortages in the availability of licensed 
officers below the grades of Master and 
Chief Engineer exist. The Coast Guard 
now finds that shortages continue to ex- 
ist in many areas. Maritime labor orga- 
nizations, owners and operators of mer- 
chant vessels, and concerned Federal 
Agencies have reported to the Coast 
Guard that a definite shortage of licensed 
engineers for motor vessels now exists. It 
is also noted that this shortage will be- 
come more acute in the immediate fu- 
ture. The current and future planning 
for replacement vessels and new con- 
struction provide for the greater utiliza- 
tion of mechanical propulsion rather 
than the traditional steam plants used 
in the past. Since a shortage now exists 
for the manning of motor vessels, there 
is a necessity to provide alternate means 
for otherwise qualified persons to obtain 
special endorsements on regular licenses 
as engineers of steam vessels authoriz- 
ing temporary service in the same grades 
up to and including First Assistant En- 
gineer on motor vessels. 

It is hereby found that compliance 
with the Administrative Procedure Act 
(respecting notice of proposed rule 
making, public rule making procedures 
thereon, and effective date require- 
ments), to permit endorsements to li- 
censes of engineers of steam vessels au- 
thorizing service in temporary capacity 


on motor vessels, is contrary to the pub- 
lic interest for the reasons set forth 
above, and therefore are exempted from 
the requirements of section 553 of Title 
5, US. Code, under the provisions set 
forth therein. 

By virtue of the authority vested in 
me as Commandant, U.S. Coast Guard, 
by section 632 of Title 14, U.S. Code, and 
the laws cited with the following regu- 
lations, and the delegation of authority 
in 49 CFR 1.4(a)(2), the following 
amendments and new regulations added 
to 46 CFR Part 11 are prescribed and 
shall become effective on date of publica- 
tion of this document in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER. 


Subpart 11.01—General 


1. Section 11.01-1(a) is amended to 
read as follows: 


§11.01-1 Application. 


(a) The regulations in this part apply 
to all applicants for: 

(1) Licenses to serve as ““Temporary 
Third Mate” or “Temporary Third As- 
sistant Engineer”; and, 

(2) Special endorsements on regular 
licenses as Second and Third Mates, and 
Second, and Third Assistant Engineers, 
which will permit the holders to serve 
temporarily in the grade next higher 
than that endorsed on the regular li- 
censes; and, 

(3) Special endorsements on regular 
licenses as engineer of steam vessels, 
which will permit the holders to serve 
temporarily in the same or lower grades 
up to and including First Assistant Engi- 
neer of motor vessels. 


* * * * . 


2. Section 11.01-3 is amended by add- 
ing a paragraph (c) reading as follows: 


§ 11.01-3 Purpose. 


(c) The regulations in this part set 
forth the special conditions under which 
the Officer in Charge, Marine Inspection, 
may endorse regular licenses as First, 
Second, or Third Assistant Engineer of 
steam vessels to permit qualified holders 
to serve temporarily in the same grades 
or lower grades on motor vessels, but 
subject to any limitations placed on such 
licenses. 


Subpart 11.05—Definitions 


3. Section 11.05-5 is amended by add- 
ing a paragraph (b) reading as follows: 
§ 11.05—5 Endorsement for temporary 

service. 
> + + * * 


(b) The endorsement for temporary 
service placed on a regular licensé as 
engineer of steam vessels means the spe- 
cial endorsement which authorizes the 
holder to serve in a temporary capacity 
on motor vessels, but subject to any 
limitations placed on the license. 


Subpart 11.15—Endorsements on Li- 
censes To Permit Temporary Service 


4. Section 11.15-1 is amended by add- 
ing paragraphs (d) and (e), which read 
as follows: 
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§ 11.15-1 Special provisions. 
* * * * 

(d) The holder of a regular license as 
First, Second, or Third Assistant Engi- 
neer of steam vessels, who has served at 
sea under the authority of and in the 
capacity of such a regular license for a 
period of at least 6 months, is eligible to 
apply for an endorsement authorizing 
him to serve temporarily in the same 
grade or a lower grade on motor vessels, 
but subject to any limitations placed on 
such license. To qualify for the special 
endorsement, the applicant shall also 
pass the professional examination re- 
quired in accordance with the provisions 
in Part 10 of this subchapter for obtain- 
ing a regular license as First, Second, or 
Third Assistant Engineer of motor 
vessels. 

(e) The holder of a license endorsed 

as Temporary First, Second, or Third 
Assistant Engineer of motor vessels, 
upon completion of such additional serv- 
ice required for a regular license in Part 
10 of this subchapter, is considered 
eligible for a regular license without 
further professional examination. Such 
holder may submit a regular application 
with evidence of additional service to the 
Officer in Charge, Marine Inspection, who 
will then endorse the license without the 
temporary limitation. 
(R.S. 4405, as amended, 4462, as amended, 
sec. 6(b) (1), 80 Stat. 938; 46 U.S.C. 375, 416, 
49 U.S.C. 1655(b); 49 CFR 1.4(a) (2). Inter- 
pret or apply R.S. 4417a, as amended, 4426, 
as amended, 4427, as amended, 4438, as 
amended, 4441, as amended, 4445, as amended, 
4447, as amended, sec. 2, 29 Stat. 188, as 
amended, sec. 1, 34 Stat. 1411, as amended, 
secs, 1, 2, 49 Stat. 1544, 1545, as amended, 
sec. 3, 68 Stat. 675; 46 U.S.C. 391a, 404, 405, 
224, 229, 231, 233, 367, 50 U.S.C. 198) 


Dated: November 22, 1968. 


W. J. SMITH, 
Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard, 
Commandant. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-14310; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968: 
8:51 a.m.] 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


Title 50—WILDLIFE AND 
FISHERIES 


Chapter I—Bureau of Sport Fisheries 
and Wildlife, Fish and Wildlife 
Service, Department of the Interior 

PART 33—SPORT FISHING 


Kirwin National Wildlife Refuge, 
Kans. 
The following special regulation is is- 


sued and is effective on date of publica- 
tion in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 


§ 33.5 Special regulations; sport fishing; 
for individual wildlife refuge areas. 


KANSAS 
KIRWIN NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 


Sport fishing on the Kirwin National 
Wildlife Refuge, Kans., is permitted from 
January 1 through December 31, 1969, 
inclusive, on all areas not designated by 
signs as closed to fishing. These open 
areas, comprising 5,000 acres, are de- 
lineated on maps available at refuge 
headquarters, 5 miles west of Kirwin, 
Kans., and from the Regional Director, 
Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, 
Post Office Box 1306, Albuquerque, 
N. Mex. 87103. Sport fishing shall be 
in accordance with all applicable State 
regulations. 

The provisions of this special regula- 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern fishing on wildlife refuge areas 
generally which are set forth in Title 50, 
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 33, 
and are effective through December 31, 
1969. 


KEITH S. HANSEN, 
Refuge Manager, Kirwin Na- 
tional Wildlife Refuge, Kir- 
win, Kans. 
NOVEMBER 22, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-14246; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 
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PART 33—SPORT FISHING 


Tamarac National Wildlife Refuge, 
Minn. 


The following special regulations is 
issued and is effective on date of pub- 
lication in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 


§ 33.5 Special regulations; sport fishing; 
for individual wildlife refuge areas. 


MINNESOTA 
TAMARAC NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 


Sport fishing on the Tamarac National 
Wildlife Refuge, Rochert, Minn., is per- 
mitted only on the areas designated by 
signs as open to fishing. These posted 
areas, comprising 13,000 acres, are de- 
lineated on a map available at the refuge 
headquarters and from the office of the 
Regional Director, Bureau of Sport Fish- 
eries and Wildlife, 1006 West Lake Street, 
Minneapolis, Minn. 55408. Sport fishing 
shall be in accordance with all applicable 
State regulations subject to the follow- 
ing special conditions: 

(1) The open season for sport fishing 
on the refuge extends from January 1, 
1969, through December 31, 1969, during 
daylight hours only. 

(2) The use of minnows or fish, or 
parts thereof, for bait is not permitted 
in waters north of the Governor’s Con- 
sent Line. 


(3) The use of boats is not permitted 
on Chippewa Lake. The use of boats 
without motors is permitted on Lost and 
Wauboose Lakes. 

(4) Fishing in the Ottertail River at 
the bridge on County Road 26 is limited 
as posted by signs to approximately 50 
yards upstream and approximately 100 
yards downstream from the bridge. 

The provisions of this special regula- 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern fishing on wildlife refuge areas 
generally which are set forth in Title 50, 
Part 33, and are effective through 
December 31, 1969. 

NELIvs B. NELSON, 
Refuge Manager, Tamarac Na- 
tional Wildlife Refuge, Ro- 
chert, Minn. 
NOVEMBER 19, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-14247; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 
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Proposed Rule Making 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


Immigration and Naturalization 
Service 


[8 CFR Parts 212, 235, 2991 


MEXICAN BORDER VISITORS 
PERMITS 


Notice of Proposed Rule Making 


Pursuant to section 553 of title 5 of 
the United States Code (Public Law 89- 
554, 80 Stat. 383), notice is hereby given 
of the proposed issuance of the following 
rules pertaining to the use of Mexican 
Border Visitors Permits in Texas, New 
Mexico, Arizona, or California, for not 
more than 15 days. In accordance with 
section 553, interested persons may sub- 
mit to the Commissioner of Immigration 
and Naturalization, Room 757, 119 D 
Street NE., Washington, D.C. 20536, writ- 
ten data, views, or arguments (in dupli- 
cate) relative to the proposed rules. Such 
representations may not be presented 
orally in any manner. All relevant ma- 
terial received within 20 days following 
the date of publication of this notice will 
be considered. 


PART 212—DOCUMENTARY _ RE- 
QUIREMENTS: NONIMMIGRANTS; 
WAIVERS; ADMISSION OF CERTAIN 
INADMISSIBLE ALIENS; PAROLE 


Paragraphs (a) and (c) of § 212.6 are 
amended to read as follows: 


§ 212.6 Nonresident alien border cross- 
ing car 

(a) Use. A Canadian nonresident alien 
border crossing card on Form I-185 may 
be presented by a Canadian citizen or 
British subject residing in Canada to 
facilitate entry at a U.S. port of entry. 
When presented by the rightful holder, 
Form I-185 is valid for admission in ac- 
cordance with the terms noted thereon. 
If found otherwise admissible, the right- 
ful holder of a Mexican nonresident alien 
border crossing card, Form I-186, may be 
admitted to the United States as a non- 
immigrant visitor at a Mexican border 
port of entry without additional docu- 
mentation for a period of 72 hours or less 
to visit in the immediate border area. 
The rightful holder of a Form I-186 seek- 
ing entry as a nonimmigrant visitor at a 
Mexican border port of entry for a pe- 
riod of more than 72 hours, but not more 
than 15 days in the immediate border 
area, or to proceed outside the immediate 
border area but within the States of 
Texas, New Mexico, Arizona, or Califor- 
nia, for not more than 15 days shall, if 
admitted, be issued Form SW-434, and if 
seeking entry as a nonimmigrant visitor 
at a Mexican border port of entry for a 
period of more than 15 days, or to pro- 


ceed to an area in the United States other 
than Texas, New Mexico, Arizona, or 
California, shall, if admitted, be issued 
Form I-94. The rightful holder of a Form 
I-186 seeking entry to the United States 
from contiguous territory at other than 
a Mexican border port of entry shall, if 
admitted, be issued a Form I-94. For the 
purpose of this chapter, the immediate 
border area is defined as the area of the 
United States within a distance of 25 
miles from the Mexican border. When ap- 
plying for admission from a country 
other than Mexico or Canada, or from 
Canada if he has been in a country other 
than the United States or Canada since 
leaving Mexico, the rightful holder of a 
valid Form I-186 seeking entry as a visi- 
tor for business or pleasure must, in addi- 
tion, present a valid passport and, if ad- 
mitted, he shall be issued Form I-94. 


* * + . * 


(c) Validity. Notwithstanding any ex- 
piration date which may appear thereon, 
Forms I-185 and I-186 are valid until 
revoked or voided. 


* + * * * 


PART 235—INSPECTION OF PERSONS 
APPLYING FOR ADMISSION 


§ 235.1 [Amended] 


1. The first sentence of subparagraph 
(1) Nonimmigrant applicants of para- 
graph (f) Arrival-Departure Card, Form 
I-94 of § 235.1 Scope of examination is 
amended to read as follows: “A com- 
pletely executed Form I-94 endorsed to 
show date and place of admission, period 
of admission, and nonimmigrant classifi- 
cation shall be issued to each nonimmi- 
grant alien admitted to the United 
States, except a nonimmigrant alien 
coming within the purview of § 212.1(a) 
of this chapter who is admitted as a 
visitor for business or pleasure or to 
proceed in direct transit through the 
United States and a Mexican national in 
possession of a valid Form I-186 who is 
admitted at a Mexican border port of 
entry as a border crosser or as a non- 
immigrant visitor for a period of not 
more than 15 days to visit within the 
States of Texas, New Mexico, Arizona, 
or California.” 

2. Paragraph (g) is added to § 235.1 to 
read as follows: 


(g) Mexican border visitors permit. 
The rightful holder of a Valid Form 
I-186 who is admitted as a visitor for 
business or pleasure at a Mexican border 
port of entry for a period of more than 72 
hours, but not more than 15 days in the 
immediate border area, or to proceed 
outside the immediate border area but 
within the States of Texas, New Mexico, 
Arizona, or California, for not more than 
15 days shall be issued Form SW-434 
endorsed to show date and place of ad- 


mission, period of admission, and non- 
immigrant classification. 


PART 299—IMMIGRATION FORMS 
§ 299.1 [Amended] 


The list of forms in § 299.1 Prescribed 
forms is amended by adding the follow- 
ing form and reference thereto, at the 


end: 
Form No. Title and description 


Mexican Border Visitors 
Permit. 


(Sec. 103, 66 Stat. 173; 8 U.S.C. 1103) 
Dated: November 25, 1968. 


RAYMOND F. FARRELL, 
Commissioner of 
Immigration and Naturalization. 


[F.R. Doc, 68-14284; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


Consumer and Marketing Service 
[7 CFR Part 1004] 
[Docket No. AO 160-A39] 


MILK IN DELAWARE VALLEY 
MARKETING AREA 


Decision on Proposed Amendments 
to Tentative Marketing Agreement 
and to Order 


Pursuant to the provisions of the Agri- 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), 
and the applicable rules of practice and 
procedure governing the formulation of 
marketing agreements and marketing 
orders (7 CFR Part 900), a public hear- 
ing was held at Philadelphia, Pa., on 
July 30, 1968, pursuant to notice thereof 
issued on July 12, 1968 (33 F.R. 10284). 

Upon the basis of the evidence intro- 
duced at the hearing and the record 
thereof, the Deputy Administrator, Reg- 
ulatory Programs, on October 8, 1968 | 
(33 F.R. 15215; F.R. Doc. 68-12414) filed © 
with the Hearing Clerk, U.S. Department 
of Agriculture, his recommended decision 
containing notice of the opportunity to 
file written exceptions thereto. 

The material issues, findings and con- 
clusions, rulings, and general findings of 
the recommended decision (33 F.R. 
15215; F.R. Doc. 68-12414) are hereby 
approved and adopted and are set forth 
in full herein subject to the following 
modifications: 


1. Under the subheading “Differen- 
tials”; the seventh paragraph is revised 
into three paragraphs; and four new 
paragraphs are substituted for para- 
graphs 11 through 15. 

2. Under the subheading “Zone struc- 
ture’ the third paragraph is revised. 
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The material issues on the record of 
the hearing relate to: 

1. Modification of the structure and 
application of location differential 
provisions. 

2. Deletion of order provisions that 
were effective for a limited period of time 
which has now expired. 


FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS 


The following findings and conclusions 
on the material issues are based on evi- 
dence presented at the hearing and the 
record thereof: 

1. Modification of the structure and 
application of location differential 
provisions. 

The location differential rates appli- 
cable to the Class I milk, base milk and 
uniform prices at plants located in excess 
of 45 miles from the nearest of Philadel- 
phia, Trenton, or Atlantic City should 
be revised in view of the lower cost 
direct-delivery bulk tank method of 
handling milk which has largely replaced 
the can pickup and receiving station sys- 
tem of assembling milk for transship- 
ment to the market. The 15.5 cents per 
hundredweight receiving station han- 
dling allowance reflected in the present 
differentials should be eliminated and 
only the transportation rate of 7.5 cents 
at 45 miles plus 1.5 cents for each addi- 
tional 10 miles or fraction thereof should 
be retained. No change should be made 
in the location zone structure or in the 
differential rates applicable to the Class 
II milk and excess milk prices. The 
present procedure for assignment of loca- 
tion credits on milk transferred between 
pool plants should be retained. 

Differentials. Historically, bottling 
plants in the densely populated Phila- 
delphia portion of the marketing area 
have relied for a major proportion of 
their milk supplies on milk produced on 
farms located in eastern and central 
Pennsylvania, eastern Maryland and in 
Delaware. Initially, the milk was assem- 
bled at receiving stations located 
throughout the production area for 
transshipment to the city. Milk was de- 
livered to the receiving stations in 40- 
quart cans and transshipped to the city 
in tank trucks. In recent years there has 
been a general conversion by producers 
throughout the milkshed to the bulk 
tank method of delivery and such method 
now is dominant in the market. 

For the most part bulk tank milk is 
shipped directly from the farms to the 
city plants, or diverted to country manu- 
facturing plants, as opposed to being 
assembled at receiving stations for trans- 
shipment. Direct-delivery bulk tank 
routes now extend over 200 miles west 
of Philadelphia into south central Penn- 
sylvania which is in the outer extremity 
of the milkshed. Since virtually all of the 
milk associated with the market is pro- 
duced within direct-delivery range the 
development of bulk tank handling has 
rendered the receiving station virtually 
obsolete in this market. 

For example, 10 years ago there were 
34 plants associated with the market 
which were located more than 45 miles 
from Philadelphia. Only three of these 


34 plants continue to be associated with 
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the market but they are not used to 
make regular shipments of milk to city 
plants. Each of these plants holds pool 
plant status and they are primarily used 


‘as supply-balancing plants where milk 


not needed for bottling purposes is de- 
livered directly for processing into 
manufactured dairy products. 

In June 1967 when the marketwide 
pool provisions of the order became 
effective there were six regulated plants 
beyond the 45-mile zone. Three of these 
plants are the aforementioned supply- 
balancing plants while the other three 
were and continue to be operated as re- 
ceiving stations. During the past year 
there have been as many as six additional 
distant receiving plants associated with 
the market, which plants previously had 
been associated with the New York-New 
Jersey market. The milkshed for the 
New York-New Jersey market overlaps 
the Delaware Valley milkshed and con- 
sequently plants can shift from one 
market to the other. However, much of 
the milk at these distant plants is trans- 
ported from farms in bulk tank trucks 
which could bypass the receiving sta- 
tion if the handler so chose. 

The direct-delivery bulk tank procure- 
ment system has evolved primarily be- 
cause it is the most economical means 
of getting quality milk to market. The 
precise, cost, of the extra handling in- 
volved in first receiving milk at country 
receiving stations is difficult to ascertain; 
however, it is a substantial amount—per- 
haps between 10 and 20 cents per 
hundredweight in most cases. The only 
evidence pertaining to current receiving 
station operating costs was presented by 
the witness for a cooperative which 
operates three such plants on the Dela- 
ware Valley market at which both can 
and bulk tank milk is assembled. He 
stated that his association allocated net 
costs per hundredweight of 11.46 cents, 
15.30 cents, and 16.69 cents, respectively, 
at these plants. No detailed breakdown 
of the makeup of such costs was pre- 
sented. However, such costs are close to 
the fixed handling allowance of 15.5 
cents per hundredweight reflected in the 
present location differential provisions 
of the order. 

The. present order differentials also 
reflect a variable transportation cost of 
1.5 cents per 10 miles to cover the costs 
incurred with distance traveled by tank 
truck in moving milk from receiving 
Stations to city plants. This is compa- 
rable to the variable costs incurred by 
producers shipping direct-delivery milk 
to the city. For example, typical hauling 
rates for direct-delivery milk are 55 
cents for farms located about 220 miles 
from Philadelphia and 40 cents for farms 
located about 120 miles. The 15 cents per 
hundredweight lower cost for farms 100 
miles closer to the market represents an 
average difference of 1.5 cents per 10 
miles distance from the city. : 

Bulk tank producers who deliver their 
milk to plants outside the base zone 
where location differentials are applied 
do not realize as high a net return for 
their milk as they would if their milk 
were delivered directly to city plants at 
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which no differential is applicable. This 
situation has presented a problem for a 
principal cooperative association in the 
market, since a substantial number of 
its member producers deliver milk in 
bulk tanks to pool supply-balancing 
plants located at Belleville, Pa. (165.1- 
to 175-mile zone) and at Chambersburg, 
Pa. (135.1- to 145-mile zone). These pro- 
ducers would prefer that the cooperative 
assign them to a city plant outlet. How- 
ever, this is not practical since there is a 
sufficient supply of bulk tank milk al- 
ready assigned to its city plant customers. 

Substantial transportation savings in 
the handling of the market’s reserve milk 
supplies can be realized if producers de- 
liver reserve milk to manufacturing 
plants nearer their farms rather than 
incurring the extra cost of transporting 
it to city plants. Producers now deliver 
significant quantities of reserve milk to 
manufacturing plants at Belleville and’ 
Chambersburg and these are more eco- 
nomical points at which to dispose of 
reserve milk than at plants nearer to 
Philadelphia. This situation is rendering 
difficult the efforts of Inter-State Milk 
Producers’ Association to achieve the 
most efficient handling of the market’s 
reserve supplies of milk. 

Because of this problem and in recogni- 
tion of the fact that the additional re- 
ceiving and reloading costs of 15.5 cents 
presently reflected in the differentials 
are not incurred when milk is moved di- 
rectly to these supply-balancing plants, 
the cooperative proposed the elimina- 
tion of such fixed handling allowances. 
This would increase the uniform prices 
at Belleville and Chambersburg by such 
amount and thereby provide approxi- 
mately the same net returns to producer 
members delivering to such plants as they 
could realize if their milk were first re- 
ceived at city plants. 

The proposal was also supported in the 
testimony of another cooperative which 
operates two plants regulated under the 
order—a bottling plant at Lansdale, Pa., 
where no differential applies and a man- 
ufacturing-bottling plant in the 45.1- 
to 55-mile zone (Allentown, Pa.) where 
a 24.5-cent location differential (15.5 
cents fixed and 9 cents transportation) 
is applicable. ‘ 

The only testimony in opposition to 
the elimination of the fixed costs re- 
flected in the differentials was by the 
witness for a cooperative which operates 
three receiving stations pooled under the 
order. 

This witness contended that elimina- 
tion of the fixed costs associated with 
first receipt of milk at country plants 
would not change the association’s costs 
of operating but would merely increase 
its obligation to the pool on Class I milk 
and increase the uniform price an- 
nounced at its respective plant locations. 

The problem at hand is to provide a 
structure of- location differentials which 
will tend to afford the same net returns 
to producers whose milk is delivered to 
the country manufacturing plants at 
Belleville and Chambersburg as those 
producers would receive if they delivered 


their milk directly to city plants. This 
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equalizing of returns to these producers 
is necessary so that they will continue to 
deliver milk not needed at city plants to 
Chambersburg and Belleville where it 
can most efficiently be disposed of in 
manufactured products. The disposal of 
reserve supplies at Chambersburg and 
Belleville, instead of at plants nearer to 
Philadelphia, will result in substantial 
transportation savings and in generally 
greater efficiency in the handling of milk 
in this market. It will, consequently, be 
beneficial to all producers and all other 
interests in the market. 

A cooperative association operates 
plants located at Beaver Springs, Rock 
Springs, and Spring Mills, Pa. These 
plants receive milk from individual pro- 
ducers both in bulk tanks and in cans. 
Essentially, these plants are maintained 
in order to accommodate the receipt of 
milk from farmers in cans. This can 
milk is weighed, tested and assembled 
into bulk lots for shipment to bottling 
plants. However, very little canned milk 
remains in this market because most pro- 
ducers have adopted the bulk tank 
method of shipping milk from their 
farms. 

The cooperative that operates these 
plants states that the proposed change 
will require it to return higher prices to 
producers at these plants and thereby 
reduce the operating revenue available 
to it for maintaining the plants. We rec- 
ognize that this may be a difficulty for 
the cooperative. But the need to provide 
appropriate incentives for the orderly 
and efficient disposition of reserve sup- 
plies in this market which will be bene- 
ficial to all elements in the market over- 
weighs the difficulties which may be ex- 
perienced by the cooperative. 

In its exceptions the cooperative said 
that the proposed change: would force it 
to close these plants or to shift them to 
the New York-New Jersey market. We 
believe that on further consideration the 
cooperative will see that it will not need 
to adopt either of these alternatives. In 
fact, in order to retain these producers 
at these plants, the association will have 
to maintain the plants in the Delaware 
Valley order. For, not only will returns 
to these producers be increased by the 
proposed change but the Delaware Valley 
order price will be higher than the New 
York-New Jersey price at these locations. 
Under these circumstances, the coopera- 
tive will no doubt find that retaining 
these plants in the Delaware Valley mar- 
ket will be the most profitable of the 
alternatives available to it. Indeed, it 
will be advantageous to the association 
to increase the quantities of milk at these 
plants. 

In view of the aforementioned consid- 
erations it is concluded that the proposal 
to eliminate the fixed handling allowance 
of 15.5 cents per hun¢redweight reflected 
in the present differentials should be 
adopted. 

Zone structure. Proponents for the 
eliminatior of the fixed portion of the 
location differential also proposed the 
extension of the base zone in which f.o.b. 
market pricing applies. The present pro- 
visions apply location differentials at 
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plants located 45 miles or more from the 
nearest of the city halls in Philadelphia, 
Pa.; Trenton or Atlantic City, N.J. One 
proposal would extend this zone to 55 
miles while another would extend it to 
65 miles. The first proposal was made to 
effect city zone pricing at a plant located 
in Allentown, Pa., which is in the 45.1- 
to 55-mile zone. The Allentown plant is 
used both as a distributing plant and a 
manufacturing plant. The second pro- 
posal was intended to extend the base 
zone to the maximum extent without 
including additional country plants pres- 
ently associated with the market. 

The Allentown plant is a pool plant 
operated by a cooperative association 
which also operates a pool distributing 
plant at Lansdale, Pa., which is within 
the 45-mile zone. This cooperative 
contends that a differential should not 
be applicable at the Allentown loca- 
tion. It was argued that identical pricing 
should apply at both of their locations 
since (1) the products processed at these 
two plants are collectively marketed 
throughout the cooperative’s entire dis- 
tribution area on an intermingled basis, 
and (2) more than half of the milk sup- 
ply received at the plants originates in 
a geographic area west of the North- 
South Pennsylvania Turnpike in such 
locations that it is transported at identi- 
cal rates regardless of whether it is de- 
livered to the cooperative’s plants or to 
plants in Philadelphia. In addition, the 
cooperative pays the same price to its 
producers regardless of the location of 
the plant of delivery. 

Extension of the base zone to 65 miles 
was proposed by the principal bargain- 
ing cooperative in the market. The co- 
operative’s witness contended that loca- 
tion differentials should be applied only 
at supply plants. The witness noted that 
the Allentown plant in the 45.1 to 55 
mile zone was not being used for the pur- 
pose of supplying milk to other plants 
and that there was a substantial bottling 
and distribution business being carried 
on from this plant. Moreover, the distri- 
bution business was in competition with 
distribution from plants located within 
the base zone. He therefore contended 
that no location differential should be 
applied at such plant. The next closest 
pool plant beyond the 45-mile zone is a 
supply plant located in the 65.1-75 mile 
zone. By proposing extension of the base 
zone to 65 miles the cooperative would 
include the Allentown plant in the no 
location differential area. 

Since the Allentown plant is the only 
pool plant which would be affected by 
the proposed zone extension, its situa- 
tion is the only one of concern here. 

While there is a substantial bottling 
and distribution business operated from 
the plant, it is also a very large manu- 
facturing operation. Its pool status is 
maintained in conjunction with the bot- 
tling plant at Lansdale pursuant to 
§ 1004.8(d) of the order. Hence, it is 
neither required to ship milk to distribut- 
ing plants nor to distribute milk in the 
marketing area to maintain pool status. 
The cooperative has considerable flexi- 
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bility in the operation of its plants under 
the order. 

If city plant pricing were applicable 
at the Allentown plant, it would be a 
matter of indifference to individual pro- 
ducers whether their milk was delivered 
to such plant or to plants in the central 
market when their hauling costs from 
farm to plant are the same. In addition, 
producers favorably located with rc- 
spect to the Allentown plant but now 
shipping to the. central market would 
find it advantageous to deliver their 
milk to Allentown to reduce their haul- 
ing costs. Hence, the cooperative could 
expand its manufacturing operations by 
drawing supplies away from Philadel- 
phia handlers, forcing them to seek out 
more distant sources of supply to ob- 
tain milk needed for fluid use or to pay 
premiums to hold their present supply. 

In competing with regulated handlers 
in the marketing area the cooperative 
necessarily must transport its packaged 
products to the market. Similarly, to the 
extent it transfers bulk milk to other 
handlers additional transportation is in- 
volved. The location differentials herein 
provided cover only additional transpor- 
tation per se and, accordingly, will tend 
to promote equity as between handlers in 
cost of milk disposed of in the market- 
ing area. 

While the Allentown plant is presently 
the only regulated plant within 65 miles 
of the central market at which location 
pricing is applicable there are, never- 
theless, a number of other plants within 
a 45 to 65-mile range, or slightly be- 
yond, which are either presently unreg- 
ulated or are regulated under adjacent 
orders. Such plants could in the future 
become regulated under this order. Ex- 
tension of the base zone would substan- 
tially alter interorder price relationships 
at these plant locations. The fact that 
there are presently no other plants reg- 
ulated under this order within the 65- 
mile zone is not an appropriate criterion 
for modifying the location differential 
zone structure. 

The location differential structure pro- 
vided will promote uniformity of pric- 
ing among handlers and at the same 
time insure equitable sharing among 
producers of the proceeds from the sale 
of their milk. ~ 

In light of the foregoing considera- 
tions it is concluded that the proposals 


‘to extend the base zone should not be 


adopted. 

Transfer adjustments. A cooperative 
association that operates three receiving 
stations which are pool plants proposed 
that Class I location credits on milk 
transferred between pool plants be 
prorated in accordance with the utiliza- 
tion at the transferee plant. The order 
now assigns such location credits to 
transfers only in an amount that Class 
I disposition at the transferee plant ex- 
ceeds 95 percent of the direct receipts of 
producer milk and other source milk as- 
signed to Class I at such plant. 

The cooperative proposed proration in 
the assignment of location credits be- 
cause it has transferred substantial 
amounts of milk under a Class I agreed 










assignment from one of its receiving sta- 
tions to city plants but nevertheless had 
such milk assigned to Class II in the ap- 
plication of the location credits. Such 
assignment resulted because the trans- 
feree plants had ample direct producer 
receipts to cover their Class I disposition. 
The cooperative witness contended that 
such transfers should be treated equally 
with direct receipts in- assigning such 
transfer credits. 

The present provision of the order is 
intended to deter the movement of milk 
between plants for Class II use at pro- 
ducer’s expense. 


Milk not needed at city plants for Class 
I use can most economically be moved 
directly to manufacturing plants in the 
country for processing into manufac- 
tured products. If a cooperative elects 
to transship milk to city plants for Class 
II use the order should not prorate the 
transportation cost among all producers. 
Appropriately such cost should be re- 
covered directly from the handler. 

It is intended that the order shall in- 
sure Only an adequate supply of milk 
available at city plants for fluid uses. 
Because demand varies from day to day 
some reserve supply necessarily must 
always be available at such plants. It 
is for this reason that a Class I location 
credit is allowed on plant transfers which 
are not in excess of the amount by which 
Class I disposition of the transferee 
plant exceeds 95 percent of the sum of 
receipts at such plant from producers, 
from cooperative associations as handlers 
of bulk tank milk and the pounds as- 
signed as Class I to receipts from other 
order plants, and from unregulated 
supply plants. 

There is no indication on the record 
that the present provisions have in any 
way deterred city plants from maintain- 
ing a fully adequate milk supply for fluid 
use. If this were the case the allowance 
to which a Class I location credit is given 
could be appropriately adjusted. This 
does not appear to be the problem, how- 
ever. It seems clear that in the instant 
case the transferee handler is, in fact, 
relying on the order to secure milk for 
manufacturing uses. Milk not needed 
for fluid use is first moved to his pool 
plant and subsequently transferred to 
his nonpool manufacturing plant. Under 
the circumstances there is no justifica- 
tion for modifying the procedure for as- 
signing Class I location differential 
credits to accommodate this operation. 

2. Provisions that have expired. 


There are two provisions of the order 
which were effective for a specific time 


period which has now expired. Accord-. 


ingly, they should be deleted. One is the 
proviso in §1004.8(b) which accom- 
modated the qualification of pool supply 
plants from the time the order was 
amended to provide for marketwide 
pooling (June 1967) through October 
1967. The other is the provision in 
§ 1004.63 which provided for a shorter 
base forming period during the first such 
period the plan became effective under 
the order in August through December 
1967. 


* 
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RULINGS ON PROPOSED FINDINGS AND 
CoNCLUSIONS 


Briefs and proposed findings and con- 
clusions were filed on behalf of certain 
interested parties. These briefs, proposed 

s and conclusions and the evi- 
dence in the record were considered in 
making the findings and conclusions set 
forth above. To the extent that the sug- 
gested findings and conclusions filed by 
interested parties are inconsistent with 
the findings and conclusions set forth 
herein, the requests to make such find- 
ings or reach such conclusions are denied 
for the reasons previously stated in this 
decision. 

In its brief the Milk Distributors Asso- 
ciation of the Philadelphia Area, Inc., 
requested consideration of its objection 
made at the hearing to the receipt in 
evidence of certain economic material 
offered by a witness for the Dairymen’s 
League Cooperative Association. The 
presiding officer’s ruling has been re- 
viewed in light of the arguments pre- 
sented. The ruling, for the reasons stated 
by the presiding officer on the record, is 
hereby affirmed. 


GENERAL FINDINGS 


The findings and determinations here- 
inafter set forth are supplementary and 
in addition to the findings and determi- 
nations previously made in connection 
with the issuance of the aforesaid order 
and of the previously issued amendments 
thereto; and all of said previous findings 
and determinations are hereby ratified 
and affirmed, except insofar as such find- 
ings and determinations may be in con- 
flict with the findings and determina- 
tions set forth herein. 

(a) The tentative marketing agree- 
ment and the order, as hereby proposed 
to be amended, and all of the terms and 
conditions thereof, will tend to effectuate 
the declared policy of the Act; 

(b) The parity prices of. milk as de- 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the 
Act are not reasonable in view of the 
price of feeds, available supplies of feeds, 
and other economic conditions which af- 
fect market supply and demand for milk 
in the marketing area, and the minimum 
prices specified in the proposed market- 
ing agreement and the order, as hereby 
proposed to be amended, are such prices 
as will reflect the aforesaid factors, in- 
sure a sufficient quantity of pure and 
wholesome milk, and be in the public in- 
terest; and 

(c) The tentative marketing agree- 
ment and the order, as hereby proposed 
to be amended, will regulate the handling 
of milk in the same manner as, and will 
be applicable only to persons in the re- 
spective classes of industrial and com- 
mercial activity specified in, a marketing 
agreement upon which a hearing has 
been held. 


RULINGS ON EXCEPTIONS 


In arriving at the findings and conclu- 
sions, and the regulatory provisions of 
this decision, each of the exceptions re- 


ceived was carefully and fully considered 
in conjunction with the record evidence 


. 
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pertaining thereto. To the extent that 
the findings and conclusions, and the 
regulatory provisions of this decision are 
at variance with any of the exceptions, 
such exceptions are hereby overruled for 


the reasons previously stated in this 
decision. 


MARKETING AGREEMENT AND ORDER 


Annexed hereto and made a part here- 
of are two documents entitled respec- 
tively, “Marketing agreement regulating 
the handling of milk in the Delaware 
Valley marketing area”, and “Order 
amending the order regulating the han- 
dling of milk in the Delaware Valley 
marketing area”, which have been de- 
cided upon as the detailed and appro- 
priate means of effectuating the fore- 
going conclusions. 

It is hereby ordered, That all of this 
decision, except the attached marketing 
agreement, be published in the FEepERAL 
ReEcIster. The regulatory provisions of 
said marketing agreement are identical 
with those contained in the order as 
hereby proposed to be amended by the 
attached order which will be published 
with this decision. 


DETERMINATION OF REPRESENTATIVE 
PERIOD 


The month of July 1968, is hereby de- 
termined to be the representative period 
for the purpose of ascertaining whether 
the issuance of the attached order, as 
amended and as hereby proposed to be 
amended, regulating the handling of milk 
in the Delaware Valley marketing area, 
is approved or favored by producers, as 
defined under the terms of the order, as 
amended and as hereby proposed to be 
amended, and who, during such repre- 
sentative period, were engaged in the 
production of milk for sale within the 
aforesaid marketing area. 


Signed at Washington, D.C., on No- 
vember 25, 1968. 


JOHN A. SCHNITTKER, 
Acting Secretary. 


.Order’ Amending the Order Regulating 


the Handling of Milk in the Dela- 
ware Valley Marketing Area 


§ 1004.0 Findings and determinations. 


The findings and determinations here- 
inafter set forth are supplementary and 
in addition to the findings and determi- 
nations previously made in connection 
with the issuance of the aforesaid order 
and of the previously issued amendments 
thereto; and all of said previous findings 
and determinations are hereby ratified 
and affirmed, except insofar as such find- 
ings and determinations may be in con- 
flict with the findings and determina- 
tions set forth herein. 

(a) Findings upon the basis of the 
hearing record. Pursuant to the provi- 


sions of the Agricultural Marketing 


1 This order shall not become effective un- 
less and until the requirements of § 900.14 
of the rules of practice and procedure gov- 
erning proceedings to formulate marketing 
agreements and marketing orders have been 
met. 
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Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601 et seq.), and the applicable 
rules of practice and procedure govern- 
ing the formulation of marketing agree- 
ments and marketing orders (7 CFR 
Part 900), a public hearing was held upon 
certain proposed amendments to the ten- 
tative marketing agreement and to the 
order regulating the handling of milk 
in the Delaware Valley marketing area. 
Upon the basis of the evidence intro- 
duced at such hearing and the record 
thereof, it is found that: 

(1) The said order as hereby amended, 
and all of the terms and conditions 
thereof, will tend to effectuate the de- 
clared policy of the Act: 

(2) The parity prices of milk, as de- 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the Act, 
are not reasonable in view of the price 
of feeds, available supplies of feeds,.and 
other economic conditions which affect 
market supply and demand for milk in 
the said marketing area, and the mini- 
mum prices specified in the order as 
hereby amended, are such prices as will 
reflect the aforesaid factors, insure a 
sufficient quantity of pure and whole- 
some milk, and be in the public interest. 

(3) The said order as hereby amended, 
regulates the handling of milk in the 
same manner as, and is applicable only 
to persons in the respective classes of 
industrial or commercial activity spec- 
ified in, a marketing agreement upon 
which a hearing has been held. 

Order relative to handling. It is there- 
fore ordered, that on and after the effec- 
tive date hereof, the handling of milk 
in the Delaware Valley marketing area 
shall be in conformity to and in compli- 
ance with the terms and conditions of 
the aforesaid order, as amended and as 
hereby amended, as follows: 

The provisions of the proposed mar- 
keting agreement and order amending 
the order contained in the recommended 
decision issued by the Deputy Adminis- 
trator, Regulatory Programs, on Octo- 
ber 8, 1968, and published in the FepERAL 
REGISTER On October 11, 1968 (33 F.R. 
15215; F.R. Doc. 68-12414), shall be and 
are the terms and provisions of this or- 
der, and are set forth in full herein: 


§ 1004.8 [Amended] 


1. In 1004.8(b) the colon which pre- 
cedes the proviso is changed to a period 
and the proviso which reads as follows 
is deleted: 

“Provided, That for the months 
through October 1967, this condition 
shall not be applicable to any plant which 
has continuously been a fully regulated 
plant under the Delaware Valley order 
for the months of January 1967 to the 
effective date of this amending order.” 


§ 1004.52 [Amended] 


2.In §1004.52 paragraph (a) is 
amended by revising the table therein 
to read as follows: 


Rate per 
hundred- 
Distance of plant from nearest weight 
city hall: (cents) 
BN ine mnctacioreedsininaien tesla lbasipondiines 7.5 
Each additional 10 miles or fraction 
thereof an additional.........-.. 1.5 
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§ 1004.63 [Amended] 


3. In the introductory text of § 1004.63 
the semicolon in the proviso therein is 
changed to a period and the text of the 
proviso which reads as follows is deleted: 


“except that with respect to this para- 
graph and paragraphs (a), (b), and (c) 
of this section the initial base-forming 
period shall be August through Decem- 
ber 1967 and the minimum number of 
days used to compute the producer’s base 
which will be applicable during the 
March through June 1968 base-paying 
period shall be not less than 123:” 


§ 1004.82 [Amended] 


4. In § 1004.82 paragraph (a)(1) is 
amended by revising the amount “23 
cents” therein to read ‘7.5 cents’. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-14311; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:51 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDU- 
CATION, AND WELFARE 


’ Food and Drug Administration 
{21 CFR Part 120] 


PARATHION OR ITS METHYL 
HOMOLOG 


Proposed Establishment of Pesticide 
Tolerance 


Correction 


In F.R. Doc. 68-13891 appearing at 
page 17146 in the issue of Tuesday, No- 
vember 19, 1968, the tenth line of the 
third column should read: “without 
tops) or parsnip greens alone,’’. 


DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 


Federal Aviation Administration 
{14 CFR Part 71] 
[Airspace Docket No, 68—-WE-87] 
TRANSITION AREA 
Proposed Designation 


The Federal Aviation Administration 
is considering an amendment to Part 71 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
which would designate a transition area 
for the McMinnville Municipal Airport, 
Oreg. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule-making by submitting 
such written data, views, or arguments 
as they may desire. Communications 
should be submitted in triplicate to the 
Director, Western Region, Attention: 
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia- 
tion Administration, 5651 West Man- 
chester Avenue, Post Office Box 92007, 
Worldway Postal Center, Los Angeles, 
Calif. 90009. All communications re- 
ceived within 30 days after publication 
of this notice in the FEDERAL REGISTER 


will be considered before action is taken 


on the proposed amendment. No public 
hearing is contemplated at this time, but 
arrangements for informal conferences 
with Federal Aviation Administration 
officials may be made by contacting the 
Regional Air Traffic Division Chief. Any 
data, views, or arguments presented dur- 
ing such conferences must also be sub- 
mitted in writing in accordance with this 
notice in order to become part of the 
record for consideration. The proposals 
contained in this notice may be changed 
in the light of comments received. 

A public docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons in the 
office of the Regional Counsel, Federal 
Aviation Administration, 5651 West Man- 
chester Avenue, Los Angeles, Calif. 
90045.” 

A new approach procedure has been 
developed for the. McMinnville Munici- 
pal Airport, Oreg., utilizing the Newberg, 
Oreg., VORTAC 014° M (035° T) radial 
for procedure turn and 194° M (215° T) 
radial for final approach course. The 
proposed transition area is required to 
provide controlled airspace protection 
for aircraft executing the prescribed in- 
strument approach procedure and de- 
parture procedures. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
FAA proposes the following airspace 
action: 

In § 71.181 (33 F.R. 2137) the follow- 
ing transition area is added: 


MCMINNVILLE, OREG. 


That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 5-mile 
radius of McMinnville Municipal Airport 
(latitude 45°11'33’’ N., longitude 123°08’07’’ 
W.) and within 2 miles each side of the 
Newberg VORTAC 215° radial extending from 
the 5-mile radius area to the VORTAC. 


This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of section 307(a) of the Fed- 
eral Aviation Act of 1958, as amended 
(72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348). 


Issued in Los Angeles, Calif., on No- 
vember 19, 1968. 
LEE E. WARREN, 
Acting Director, Western Region. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-14278; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION 


[16 CFR Part 301 ] 
[204-13-1] 


FURS AND FUR PRODUCTS 


Artificial Coloration, Exempted Prod- 
ucts, Records, and Test Methods 


On December 4, 1967, the Commission 
issued a notice of proposed rule making 
under the Fur RBroducts Labeling Act. 
Such notice was published in the Fep- 
ERAL REGISTER on December 7, 1967, and 
provided that the Federal Trade Com- 
mission would on January 11, 1968, hold 
public hearings and give consideration to 
proposed amendments to the rules and 
regulations under the Fur Products La- 
beling Act to specify when certain furs 
and fur products would be considered ar- 


tificially colored and to provide a means 
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of better informing manufacturers and 
dealers as to the nature and extent of 
the artificial coloration. The notice also 
provided that consideration would be 
given to increasing the monetary valua- 


tion as to fur products exempted from ~ 


the requirements of the Fur Products 
Labeling Act under certain specified 
conditions. Provision was made for 
the submission of written views, argu- 
ments, and data until the date of the 
hearing and for twenty (20) days there- 
after. On request of certain interested 
parties the time for submission of fur- 
ther views, arguments, and data was ex- 
tended to March 11, 1968, by notice 
dated January 26, 1968, and published 
in the FepERAL REGISTER on January 31, 
1968. 

After consideration of all views, 
arguments, and data submitted in ac- 
cordance with such notice the Commis- 
sion has determined to make certain 
modifications and additions to the pro- 
posals originally published and to allow 
further time for the written presenta- 
tion of views, arguments, and data. 

The matter to be considered is the 
subject matter relating to artificially 
colored and exempted products as speci- 
fied above and in the original notice to- 
gether with the modifications herein- 
after specified and additional proposals 
relating to record keeping necessary and 
proper for the administration of the 
proposed regulations relating to artifi- 
cial coloration of furs and fur products 
together with such modifications, dele- 
tions or changes with respect thereto 
which may be necessary and proper. 
views, arguments, or other pertinent 


data may be submitted in writing to the 


Federal Trade Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20580; for 30 days after publication 
of this notice in the FepERAL REGISTER. 

The proposed amendments are as 
follows: 

1. An amendment of § 301.19(19) of 
the rules and regulations under the Fur 
Products Labeling Act by amending the 
caption and adding five new paragraphs: 

The proposed amended caption and 
proposed additional paragraphs (h), 


@, (j), (kK), and (1) of § 301.19 (Rule 
19) read: 


§ 301.19 Pointing, dyeing, bleaching or 
otherwise artificially coloring. 
* + * as >= 


(h) (1) When any fur or fur product 
is dressed, processed or treated with a 
solution or compound containing iron or 
copper and after processing any of the 
hair, fleece, or fur fiber contains more 
than 450 parts per million of iron or 
more than 100 parts per million of cop- 
per, such fur or fur product shall be 
described in labeling, invoicing, and ad- 
vertising as “color altered’ or “color 
added”. 


(2) Where any fur or fur product is 
dressed, processed, or treated with a 
solution or compound containing metals 
other than iron or copper and such 
compound or solution effects any change 
or improvement in the color of the hair, 
fleece, or fur fiber, such fur or fur prod- 
uct shall be described in labeling, in- 
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voicing and advertising as 
altered” or “color added”. 


(i) (1) Any person dressing, process- 
ing, or treating a fur pelt in such way 
that it is required under paragraph (e) 
or (h) of this section to be described as 
“color altered” or “color added” shall 
place a yellow stripe at least one-half 
inch in width across the leather side of 
the skin immediately above the rump 
and use yellow ink for all other stamps 
or markings on the leather side of the 
pelt. 

(2) Any person dressing, processing 
or treating a fur pelt which after 
processing is considered natural under 
paragraph (g) of this section shall place 
a green stripe at least one-half inch in 
width across the leather side of the skin 
immediately above the rump and use 
green ink for all other stamps or mark- 
ings on the leather side of the pelt. 

(3) Any person dressing, processing, 
or treating a fur pelt in such a manner 
that it is considered dyed under para- 
graph (d) of this section shall place a 
red stripe at least one-half inch in width 
across the leather side immediately above 
the rump and use red ink for all other 
stamps or markings on the leather side 
of the pelt. 

(j) Any person who shall process a fur 
pelt in such a manner that after such 
processing it is no longer considered as 
natural shall clearly, conspicuously, and 
legibly stamp on the leather side of the 
pelt and on required invoices relating 
thereto a lot number or other identifying 
number which relates to such records 
of the processor as will show the source 
and disposition of the pelts and the de- 
tails of the processing performed. 


(k) Any person who processes fur pelts 
of a type which are always considered 
as dyed under paragraph (d) of this sec- 
tion after processing or any person who 
processes fur pelts which are always 
natural at the time of sale to the ulti- 
mate consumer, which pelts for a valid 
reason cannot be marked or stamped as 
provided in this section ,may file an 
affidavit with the Federal Trade Commis- 
sion’s Bureau of Textiles and Furs set- 
ting forth such facts as will show that 
the stamping of such pelts cannot be rea- 
sonably accomplished. If the Bureau 
of Textiles and Furs is satisfied that the 
public interest will be protected by the 
filing of the affidavit it may accept such 
affidavit and advise the affiant that 
marking of the fur pelts themselves as 
provided in this section will be unneces- 
sary until further notice. Any person 
filing such an affidavit shall promptly 
notify the Commission of any change 
in circumstances with respect to its 
operations. 

(1) Any person who subject to this sec- 
tion who fails to mark fur pelts as pro- 
vided in paragraphs (i) and (j) of this 
section or who furnishes a false or mis- 
leading affidavit under paragraph (k) 
of this section or fails to give notice when 
required by paragraph (k) of this section 
shall be deemed to have neglected and 
refused to maintain the records required 
by section 8(d) of the Act. 


“color 
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2. Section 301.39 (Rule 39) would be 
amended by substituting the monetary 
amount twenty dollars ($20) for the 
monetary amount seven dollars ($7) 
wherever that term appears in such sec- 
tion. Section 301.39 (Rule 39) would be 
further amended by modifying the first 
sentence of paragraph (a) of § 301.39 
(Rule 39) to read as follows: 


§ 301.39 Exempted fur products. 


(a) Where the cost of any fur trim 
or other manufactured fur or furs con- 
tained in a fur product, exclusive of any 
costs incident to its incorporation there- 
in, does not exceed twenty dollars ($20) 
to the manufacturer of the finished fur 
product, or where a manufacturer’s sell- 
ing price of a fur product does not ex- 
ceed twenty dollars ($20) and the provi- 
sions of paragraphs (b) and (c) of this 
section are met, the fur products shall 
be exempted from the requirements of 
the Act and Regulations: Provided, 
however, That if the fur product is made 
of or contains any ‘used fur, or if the fur 
product itself is or purports to be the 
whole skin of an animal with the head, 
ears, paws, and tail, such as choker or 
scarf, the fur product is to be labeled, in- 
voiced and advertised in accordance 
with the requirements of the Act and 
Regulations regardless of cost of the 
fur used in the fur product or manu- 
facturer’s selling price. 

* * * * * 


3. Section 301.41 (Rule 41) would be 
amended by revising paragraph (a), by 
revising that part of paragraph (b) ap- 
pearing before the colon, by revising 
numbered item (11) in paragraph (b), 
and by adding numbered item (12) to 
paragraph (b), so that those parts of 
§ 301.41 (Rule 41) would read: 


§ 301.41 Maintenance of records. 


(a) Pursuant to section 3(e) and sec- 
tion 8(d) (1), of the Act, each manufac- 
turer or dealer in fur products or furs 
(including dressers, dyers, bleachers, and 
processors), irrespective of whether any 
guaranty has been given or received, 
shall maintain records showing all of the 
required information relative to such fur 
products of furs in such manner as will 
readily identify each fur or fur product 
manufactured or handled. 

(b) The records to be maintained un- 
der this section shall include copies of 
all purchase orders, sales contracts, 
processing and pickup orders, invoices, 
business correspondence, manufacturing 
records, advertising matter, and all other 
data showing: 


* + * +. * 
(11) The sale or other disposition of 
each fur handied and fur product manu- 
factured or handled. 
(12) That the requirements of § 301.19 
(Rule 19) have been complied with. 
Consideration will also be given to the 
propriety and advisability of specifying 
a test method to determine the amounts 
of iron and copper present in products 
processed in the manner referred to in 
the proposed amendments to § 301.19 
(Rule 19). Consideration will also be 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 33, NO. 232—-THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 28, 1968 





17800 


given to the feasibility and advisability 
of publishing such test methods either as 
an amendment to the rules and regula- 
tions under the Fur Products Labeling 
Act or by separate announcement of the 
Commission. Specific consideration will 
be given to the proposal hereinafter set 
out and to modifications and changes 
relating thereto. Consideration will also 
be given to feasibility of such other test 
methods as may appear appropriate. 


The specific proposal to be considered 
is as follows: * 


Procedure for detection of parts per mil- 
lion of iron and copper in mink hairs. 

A recommended method for preparation 
of samples would be: 

Use an accurately weighted sample of ap- 
proximately 0.2 gram of mink hair in a 
beaker with 20 ml. concentrated nitric acid. 
Evaporate to dryness. If there is any organic 
matter still present, add 10 ml. nitric acid 
and evaporate to dryness. Add 10 ml. of 1 
percent hydrochloric acid to dried residue in 
beaker. 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 


A recommended analytical procedure 
would be atomic absorption spectrophotom- 
etry. a 

In testing for iron the atomic absorption 
instrument must have the capability of a 
2 angstrom band pass at the 2483 A line. 

When analyzing for iron the air-acetylene 
flame should be as lean as possible. A reagent 
blank should be carried through the entire 
procedure as outlined above and the final 
results corrected for the amounts of iron 
and copper found in the reagent blank. 


In connection with the proposed 
amendments the Commission has added 
certain additional written data received 
after March 11, 1968, to the public record. 


The action in this proceeding is taken 
pursuant to the authority given to the 
Federal Trade Commission under para- 
graph (b) of section 8 of the Fur Prod- 
ucts Labeling Act (65 Stat. 179; 15 U.S.C. 
69f) which provides: 


(b) The Commission is authorized and 
directed to prescribe rules and regulations 
governing the manner and form of disclos- 


ing information required by this Act, and 
such further rules and regulations as may 
be necessary and proper for purposes of 
administration and enforcement of this Act. 


The action relative to exempted fur 
products is also taken pursuant to the 
further authority given the Federal 
Trade Commission under section 2(d) of 
the Fur Products Labeling Act (65 Stat. 
175; 15 U.S.C. 69) which provides: 


(d) The term “fur product” means any 
article of wearing apparel made in whole or 
in part of fur or used fur; except that such 
term shall not include such articles as the 
Commission shall exempt by reason of the 
relatively small quantity or value of the fur 
or used fur contained therein. 


Issued: November 27, 1968. 
By the Commission. 


[SEAL] JOSEPH W. SHEA, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-14285; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


Bureau of Land Management 
[Serial No. N-2158] 


NEVADA 


Notice of Proposed Classification of 
Public Lands for Multiple-Use Man- 
agement - 

NOVEMBER 21, 1968. 


1. Pursuant to the Act of Septem- 
ber 19, 1964 (43 U.S.C. 1411-18), and to 
the regulations in 43 CFR Part 2410 and 
2411, it is proposed to classify, for 
multiple-use management, the public 
lands described in paragraph 3 below. 

2. Publication of this notice has the 
effect of segregating the described lands 
from appropriation only under the agri- 
cultural land laws (43 U.S.C. Chs. 7 and 
9; 25 .U.S.C. sec. 334) and from sales 
under section 2455 of the Revised Stat- 
utes (43 U.S.C. 1171) and the lands 
shall remain open to all other applicable 
forms of appropriation, including the 
mining and mineral leasing or material 
sale laws, with the exception contained 
in paragraph 4. As used in this order, 
the term “‘public lands” means any lands 
withdrawn or reserved by Executive 
Order No. 6910 of November 26, 1934, as 
amended, or within a grazing district 
established pursuant to the Act of June 
28, 1934 (48 Stat. 1269), as amended, 
which are not otherwise withdrawn or 
reserved for Federal use or purpose. 

3. The public lands proposed to be 
classified are shown on Map No. N-2158 
on file in the Carson City District Office, 
Bureau of Land Management, 801 North 
Plaza Street, Carson City, Nev., and the 
Nevada Land Office, Bureau of Land 
Management, 300 Booth Street, Room 
3104, Federal Building, Reno, Nev. 

All of the public lands are located in 
Churchill County, Nev., and are generally 
described as follows: 


All public lands in Churchill County ex- 
cepting an area of approximately 156,000 
acres on the east side of the County pre- 
viously included in the Eastgate Classifica- 
tion (N-279) and approximately 546,000 acres 
which comprise the Newlands Irrigation Proj- 
ect and the Stillwater National Wildlife 
Refuge. 


The area described above aggregates 
en 1,868,500 acres of public 
and. 

4. The public lands listed below are 
further segregated from all forms of ap- 
propriation under the public land laws, 
including the general mining laws, ex- 
cept the mineral leasing and material 
sale laws and the Recreation and Public 
Purposes Act (44 Stat. 741, 68 Stat. 173, 
43 U.S.C. 869): 


MouNT DIABLO MERIDIAN, NEVADA 


T.17N.,R. 27E., 
Sec. 14, SW%4NW\, (Petroglyph Cave). 






Notices 


T.18N., R. 30 E., 
Sec. 15, NEYNW%, (Fish Cave). 
T.18N., R. 30 E., 
Sec. 21,N%48\% (Wyemaha Caves). 
T.17N., R. 32 E., 
Sec. 15, S148; 
. 16, SE4SE\4; 
. 20, SE%; 
. 21, All; 
. 22,N%,SW%; 
. 28, N%, SW; 
. 29, all; 
Sec. 32, NYAN% 
tain). 
T. 20N., R. 36 E., 
Sec. 26, NW (Cherry Valley). 
T.20N.,R.37E., 
Sec. 19, SE% (War Canyon). 


(Singing Sands Moun- 


The above area aggregates approxi- 
mately 3,320 acres of public land having 
archeological and recreational value. 


5. For a period of 60 days from the 
date of publication of this notice in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER, all persons who wish 
to submit comments, suggestions, or ob- 
jections in connection with the proposed 
classification may present their views in 
writing to the Carson City District Man- 
ager, Bureau of Land Management, 801 
North Plaza Street, Carson City, Nev. 
89701. 


6. A public hearing on the proposed 
classification will be held on Tuesday, 
January 21, 1969, at 8 pm., in the 
Churchill County Courthouse in Fallon, 
Nev. 


For the State Director. 


RICHARD G. MORRISON, 
Acting Manager, 
Nevada Land Office. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-14244; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 





[New Mexico 4834] 
NEW MEXICO 
Notice of Classification 


NOVEMBER 22, 1968. 

Pursuant to section 2 of the Act of 
September 19, 1964 (43 U.S.C. 1412), the 
lands described below are hereby classi- 
fied for disposal through exchange under 
section 8 of the Act of June 28, 1934 (48 
Stat. 1272; 43 U.S.C. 315g), as amended, 
for lands within Hidalgo and McKinley 
Counties, N. Mex., and are described 
below. 

As a result of comments received fol- 
lowing publication of noticé of the pro- 
posed classification (33 F.R. 12145 and 
12146), the lands described as sec. 14, T. 
15 N., R. 8 W., sec. 10 and E%, NYNW'4, 
E%SEY4NW', sec. 24, T. 16 N., R. 8 W., 
have been eliminated from this classifi- 
cation. 

The lands affected by this classification 
are located in McKinley, Hidalgo and 
Lincoln Counties, N. Mex., and are de- 
scribed as follows: 
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NEw MExIco PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN 


T.15N.,R.8W. 

Sec. 12,814; 

Secs. 18, 24 and 26; 

Sec. 28, S4%NE4, SEYZNW%, SEYSW%, 

and SE\4; 

Secs. 30 and 32. 

T.16N.,R.8W., 

Sec. 2, lots 1, 3,4,S144NW% and S\4; 

Secs. 4, 6, 8, 12, 14, and 18; 

Sec. 20, NE% and S14; 

Sec. 2; 

Sec. 24, SWY4NW, 

SW; 

Secs. 26, 28, 30, and 34. 
T.16N.,R.9 W., 

Sec. 2, lots 3,4,S14NE% and SW\4; 

Secs. 8, 12, 22, 24, 26, 28, 30, and 34. 

T. 23 S., R. 20 W., 

Sec. 27, SEY4NE\4. 
T.3S.,R.13E., 

Sec. 13,84. 
T.3S.,R.14E., 

Sec. 18, lots 2, 3, 4, W%4NE%4, SEYAZNW, 

E4%,SW%, and NW4SE\. 

The areas described aggregate 18,- 
261.99 acres. 

For a period of 30 days, interested par- 
ties may submit comments to the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, LLM, 721, Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20240 (43 CFR 2411.12(d) ). 


H. DoyLeE KLINE, 
Acting State Director. 


[F.R. Doc. ~68-14245; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


WY,SEYNW, and 





Fish and Wildlife Service 
[Docket No. A-479] 


PATRICK A. WODYGA 
Notice of Loan Application 


NOVEMBER 22, 1968. 

Patrick A. Wodyga, Box 102, Gakona, 
Alaska 99586, has applied for a loan from 
the Fisheries Loan Fund to aid in financ- 
ing the purchase of a used 36.5-foot reg- 
istered length wood vessel to engage in 
the fishery for salmon. 

Notice is hereby given pursuant to the 
provisions of Public Law 89-85 and 
Fisheries Loan Fund Procedures (50 
CFR Part 250, as revised) that the above 
entitled application is being considered 
by the Bureau of Commercial Fisheries, 
Fish and Wildlife Service, Department 
of the Interior, Washington, D.C. 20240. 
Any person desiring to submit evidence 
that the contemplated operation of such 
vessel will cause economic hardship or 
injury to efficient vessel operators al- 
ready operating in that fishery must sub- 
mit such evidence in writing to the 
Director, Bureau of Commercial Fish- 
eries, within 30 days from the date of 
publication of this notice. If such evi- 
dence is received it will: be evaluated 
along with such other evidence as may 
be available before making a determina- 
tion that the contemplated operations 
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of the vessel will or will not cause such 
economic hardship or injury. 


RUSSELL T. Norris, 
Acting Director, 
Bureau of Commercial Fisheries. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-14248; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


Office of the Secretary 
COLORADO, MISSISSIPPI, AND TEXAS 


Designation of Areas for Entergency 
Loans 


For the purpose of making emergency 
loans pursuant to section 321 of the Con- 
solidated Farmers Home Administration 
Act of 1961 (7 U.S.C. 1961), it has been 
determined that in the hereinafter- 
named counties in the States of Colo- 
rado, Mississippi, and Texas, natural 
disasters have caused a need for agri- 
cultural credit not readily available from 
commercial banks, cooperative lending 
agencies, or other responsible sources. 


COLORADO 


Dolores. 
Montezuma. 


Yuma. 


MISSISSIPPI 


Humphreys. 
Lincoln, 


Quitman. 


‘TEXAS 


Kaufman. 
Knox. 
McLennan. 
Mitchell. 
Gaines. Nacogdoches. ~ 
Haskell. Throckmorton. 


Pursuant to the authority set forth 
above, emergency loans will not be made 
in the above-named counties after June 
30, 1969, except to applicants who previ- 
ously received emergency or special live- 
stock loan assistance and who can 
qualify under established policies and 
procedures. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 25th 
day of November 1968. 

ORVILLE L. FREEMAN, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-14312; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:51 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 


National Bureau of Standards 
NBS RADIO STATIONS 


Notice of Standard Frequency and 
Time Broadcasts 


In accordance with National Bureau of 
Standards policy of giving monthly 
notices regarding changes of phases in 
seconds pulses, notice is hereby given 
that there will be no adjustment in the 
phase of coordinate seconds pulses emit- 
ted from the low frequency radio station 
WWYVB, Fort Collins, Colo.,on January 1, 
1969. The carrier frequency of WWVB is 


Baylor. 
Coryell. 
Ellis. 
Falls. 


NOTICES 


60 kHz and is broadcast without offset 
with respect to standard coordinate fre- 
quency. These emissions are made fol- 
lowing the stepped atomic time (SAT) 
system as coordinated by the Bureau 
International de l’Heure (BIH). 

Notice is also hereby given that there 
will be no adjustments in the phases of 
time pulses emitted from the high fre- 
quency radio stations WWYV, Fort Collins, 
Colo., and WWVH, Maui, Hawaii, on Jan- 
uary 1, 1969. These pulses at present 
occur at intervals which are longer than 
one coordinate second by 300 parts in 
10”, and will occur at these intervals 
throughout 1969. This is due to the offset 
maintained in the carrier frequencies of 
these stations following the Universal 
Time (UTC) system as coordinated by 
the BIH. 

A. V. ASTIN, 
Director. 

NOVEMBER 15, 1968. 

[F.R. Doc. 68-14282; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


NBS RADIO STATIONS 


Notice of Standard Frequency and 
Time Broadcasts 


In accordance with National Bureau 
of Standards policy of giving notice of 
broadcast changes, notice is hereby giv- 
en that beginning at the end of the nor- 
mal maintenance period on December 3, 
1968, the broadcast schedule of the very 
low frequency radio station WWVL, Fort 
Collins, Colo., will consist of the follow- 
ing: 

Alternate 10-second transmissions of 20.0 
kHz and 20.5 kHz. Within the limits as re- 
ported in Section 4, Daily Phase Deviations, 
NBS Time and Frequency Bulletins issued 
monthly, the phases of these transmissions 
as radiated from the antenna will coincide 
with the Coordinated Universal Time Sec- 
ond—UTC(NBS). This will result in a phase 
retardation of about 14 microseconds with 
respect to the average November transmit- 
ted phase value. This experimental schedule 
will continue until further notice. 


A. V. ASTIN, 
Director. 
NOVEMBER 15, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-14283; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


Office of the Secretary 
[Dept. Order 89-B, Amdt. 2] 


PATENT OFFICE 


Functions 


This material further amends the 
material appearing at 32 F.R. 7347 of 
May 17, 1967, and 32 F.R. 13340 of Sep- 
tember 21, 1967. 

Department Order 89-B, dated May 4, 
1967, is hereby further amended as 
follows: 


1. In section 3, Functions of the Office 
of the Commissioner, subparagraph .02b. 
is amended to read: 

b. An Assistant Commissioner shall 
provide administrative and policy direc- 
tion to the Office of Patent Services, 
Office of Examining and Documentation 


Control, and to each of the Examining 
Groups and Documentation Groups 
making up the patent examining and 
documentation operations. 

2. In section 4, Functions of Offices 
Reporting to the Commissioner, para- 
graph .02 is “deleted” and shall be so 
identified. 

3. Section 6, Functions of Offices Re- 
porting to an Assistant Commissioner, 
is revised to read: 

.01 The Office of Patent Services 
shall review incoming applications for 
compliance as to form, assign applica- 
tions to appropriate examining units, 
issue patent grants, record instruments 
transferring property rights to patents 
and trademarks, provide drafting serv- 
ices, furnish copies of patents and office 
records, coordinate the mailing of exam- 
iner’s actions and cited reference mat- 
ter, and maintain collections of perti- 
nent technical and scientific information 
such as U.S. patents, foreign patents, 
periodicals and other publications for 
use by patent and trademark examiners 
and the patent public. 

.02 .The Office of Examining and 
Documentation Control shall develop 
procedures and quality and quantity 
standards relating to the conduct of the 
examination function; evaluate exami- 
ner compliance with such standards; 
train new examiners in patent practice 
and procedures; formulate, and coordi- 
nate and provide general guidance for 
implementing programs concerning the 
scope, organization, and utilization of 
examiner search files; and provide lo- 
gistic support for documenting and ef- 
fecting changes in those files. 

.03 The Examining Groups and Doc- 
umentation Groups perform two main 
operations: 

a. The examining function is the 
examination of applications for patent 
to ascertain if the applicants are en- 
titled to patents under the law and to 
grant patents to those so entitled. This 
function is divided among 16 Examining 
Groups based on broad fields of inven- 
tion. Each group is subdivided into art 
units having jurisdiction over segments 
of the art falling within the generic cat- 
egory of the group. The Examining 
Groups are: 

General Chemistry and Petroleum Chem- 
istry; 

Gammel Organic Chemistry; 

High Polymer Chemistry, 
Molding; a 

Coating and Laminating, Bleaching, Dye- 
ing and Photography; 

Specialized Chemical Industries 
Chemical Engineering; 

Industrial Electronics and Related Ele- 
ments; 

Security and Designs; 

Information Transmission, Storage and 
Retrieval; 

Electronic Component Systems and De- 
vices; 

Physics; 

Handling and Transportation Media; 


Material Shaping, Article Manufacturing, 
Tools; 

Amusement, Husbandry, Personal Treat- 
ment, Information; 

Heat and Power Engineering; 

Fixed Constructions, Supports and Hard- 
ware; and 

Textiles, Cleaning and Fluid Handling. 


Plastics and 


and 
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b. The documenting function is the 
documentation of information with the 
objective of providing, maintaining and 
improving search files and search sys- 
tems for examirer and public use. This 
documentation function is divided among 
three Documentation Groups, respec- 
tively titled Chemical, Electrical and Me- 
chanical, each to consider U.S. patents, 
foreign patents and technical literature 
falling into the subject matter definitions 
and to employ its talents in the perfec- 
tion, organization and utilization of the 
examiner and public search files and 
system. 


Effective date: November 15, 1968. 


Davin R. BALDWIN, 
Assistant Secretary 
for Administration. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-14281; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDU- 
CATION, AND WELFARE 


Food and Drug Administration 
AYERST LABORATORIES 


Notice of Withdrawal of Petition for 
Food Additive Methallibure 


Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed- 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
409(b), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348(b)), 
the following notice is issued: 

In accordance with § 121.52 With- 
drawal of petitions without prejudice of 
the procedural food additive regulations 
(21 CFR 121.52), Ayerst Laboratories, 
Division of American Home Products 
Corp., 685 Third Avenue, New York, N.Y. 
10017, has withdrawn its petition, notice 
of which was published in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER Of May 17, 1968 (33 F.R. 7332), 
proposing the issuance of a food additive 
regulation to provide for the safe use 
of methallibure (1-methyl-6-(1-methyl- 
allyb -2,5-dithiobiurea) for the synchro- 
nization of estrus in swine. 


Dated: November 20, 1968. 


R. E. Duccan, 
Acting Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-14304; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:50 a.m.] 


IDAHO POTATO FOODS, INC. 


Notice of Filing of Petition for Food 
Additives 


Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed- 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
409(b) (5), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348 
(b) (5)), notice is given that a petition 
(FAP 9A2344) has been filed by Idaho 
Potato Foods, Inc., Post Office Box 596, 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83401, proposing that 
§§ 121.1034 BHT and 121.1035 BHA be 
amended to provide for the safe use of 
BHT and BHA, alone or in combination, 
as antioxidants in hash brown potato 
shreds whereby the total antioxidant 


NOTICES 


content does not exceed 50 parts per 
million. 


Dated: November 18, 1968. 


R. E. Duacan, 
Acting Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 


[F-R. Doc. 68-14305; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:50 a.m.] 


Office of the Secretary 
OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT SYSTEMS 


Statement of Organization and 
Functions 


Part 2 of the Statement of Organiza- 
tion, Functions, and Delegations of Au- 
thority. for the Department of Health, 
Education, and Welfare, is amended to 
read as follows: 

Sec. 2-501.00 Mission. The Office of 
Management Systems, under the general! 
direction of the Assistant Secretary for 
Administration, serves as the Secretary’s 
principal staff for evaluating and im- 
proving organization, management, and 
operational systems required. for the ad- 
ministration of the Department’s intra- 
mural and extramural programs. The 
Office coordinates and integrates the de- 
velopment of all operating data process- 
ing and information systems such as sta- 
tistical data processing, scientific appli- 
cations, personnel and financial data 
processing, and reporting. The Office (1) 
advises and acts for the Secretary on 
management and automation systems 
within the Department; (2) formulates 
policies, plans, and goals guiding the 
development of organizational structure, 
management systems, and the use of 
computers to be carried out within the 
Department; (3) evaluates the adequacy 
of Departmental administrative policy 
and practice; (4) represents the Depart- 
ment on computers, automation, com- 
puter management, and systems manage- 
ment with the Bureau of the Budget, the 
General Services Administration, other 
government and nongovernment agen- 
cies, and the computer manufacturing 
community; (5) coordinates the devel- 
opment of Department policy on the ac- 
quisition and use of computers within 
the Department and between the Depart- 
ment and its grantees and contractors; 
(6) provides staff assistance to the As- 
sistant Secretary for Health and Scien- 
tific Affairs in matters of organization, 
management, and automated systems; 
and (7) is responsible for planning and 
coordinating the development of infor- 
mation systems used throughout the 
Department. 

Sec. 2-501.10 Organization. The Office 
of Management Systems consists of a 
staff of systems and management ana- 
lysts under the supervision of the Deputy 
Assistant Secretary for Management 
Systems. The Office is organized into the 
following components: 

Management Consulting Service. 


Division of Management Planning, Policy, 
and Evaluation. 


Division of Systems Development and Co- 
ordination. 


Division of Systems Technology. 
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Src. 2-501.20 Functions—A. Office of 
Management Systems (OMS). 1. Pro- 
vides leadership and policy on the 
design, development, and implementa- 
tion of management and operational 


systems. 

2. Identifies opportunities for, de- 
velops policy on, defines goals for, and 
promotes the application of advanced 
information processing technology and 
management science methodology. 

3. Reviews and evaluates plans and 
proposals for studies or changes in orga- 
nization, management, and automated 
systems. Prepares reports of such studies 
and insures implementation of approved 
policies, goals, and procedures. Conducts 
major management studies as assigned 
by the Secretary and as appropriate in 
cooperation with other components of 
the Office of the Secretary. 

4. Evaluates the effectiveness of man- 
agement systems. 

5. Upon request of operating agencies 
and components of the Office of the Sec- 
retary, provides a comprehensive man- 
agement consulting service. 

6. Promotes research in management 
techniques; promotes exchange of infor- 
mation on organization, management, 
and automated data systems. 

7. Provides leadership in the profes- 
sional development and training of De- 
partmental systems analysts, manage- 
ment analysts, and EDP managers. 

8. Reviews, evaluates, and prepares 
Department reports on legislation af- 
fecting organization, automation, and 
management systems. 

9. Provides staff support to the Assist- 
ant Secretary for Health and Scientific 
Affairs in the above functions. 

B. Management Consulting Service. 
Provides, upon request of heads of com- 
ponents of the Secretary’s Office and 
operating agencies, management con- 
sulting services including: 

1. Development of comprehensive or- 
ganization plans and management pol- 
icies for operating agencies of major 
parts thereof. 

2. Conduct of studies and analyses of 
proposed changes in organization, policy, 
procedure, or management systems. 

3. Design, development, and imple- 
mentation of new and improved systems 
and procedures and the automation of 
related program and administrative op- 
erations through the use of automatic 
data transmission and processing tech- 
niques. 

4. Design, development, and imple- 
mentation of planning and management 
systems, including the conceptualization 
of information needs and analysis for 
decisionmakers. 

5. Design, development, and imple- 
mentation of quality control systems, 
methods for evaluating and improving 
program and administrative operations, 
and approaches to work and manage- 
ment methods improvement through ad- 
vanced management techniques. 

6. Advising on staffing needs, person- 
nel utilization, automation levels, and 
performance of individuals and units in 
those procedures, operations, or organi- 
zations under study. 
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C. Division of Management Planning, 
Policy and Evaluation. 1. Provides lead- 
ership and guidance in the development 
and application of policies, standards, 
and procedures for evaluating the effec- 
tiveness of instrumental and institu- 
tional components used by managers in 
the conduct of their programs, within 
the Department and in relation to other 
organizations. 

2. Conducts cost-benefit, cost-effec- 
tiveness, and similar studies and analyses 
on the relative advantages of adminis- 
trative and managerial patterns, prac- 
tices, and policies in the Department. 

3. Identifies management problems af- 
fecting Departmental relations with 
other organizations, analyzes their 
impact and effect on the Department and 
the other organizations, and recommends 
solutions. 

4. Develops policies and defines goals 
for the expanded use of advanced man- 
agement techniques. 

5. Provides leadership and guidance in 
the planning, development, and applica- 
tion of policies and practices for improv- 
ing the Department’s organization, the 
distribution and performance of its func- 
tions, and delegations of authority. De- 
velops and applies standards to assure 
compliance of operating agencies with 
Departmental policy on organizational 
and managerial matters. 

6. Initiates and conducts studies de- 
signed to improve operational effective- 
ness of the Department’s organizational 
structure, assignment of functions, dele- 
gations of authority, staffing patterns, 
and other administrative practices. 

7. Delineates and defines the roles of 
organizational components and the way 
in which they interface within the De- 
partment and evaluates their impact on 
the grantees, contractors, and other con- 
sumers of Departmental services. 

8. Reviews, evaluates, and recom- 
mends appropriate action to the Secre- 
tary on proposals for change in organi- 
zation structure, delegations of author- 
ity, and related management and admin- 
istrative practices or policies submitted 
by the operating agencies. 

9. Reviews, evaluates, and recom- 
mends appropriate action to the Secre- 
tary on all proposals for obtaining man~ 
agement consulting services from outside 
the Department. 

10. Develops policies, standards, and 
practices for the Department’s records 
management program, forms manage- 
ment program, issuance management 
system, and committee management 
program. Operates the Department’s 
regulations control, coordination, and 
clearance procedures. 

11. Provides, upon request, technical 
advice and assistance for the solution 
of administrative and management 
problems. 

E. Division of Systems Development 
and Coordination. 1. Serves as the Secre- 
tary’s principle resource for the develop- 
ment and coordination of integrated 
management information systems. 

2. Provides leadership and guidance 
in the definition and application of poli- 


cies, standards, goals, and procedures 


NOTICES 


pertaining to the planning, development, 
coordination, implementation, integra- 
tion, improvement, and automation of 
data processing and information sys- 
tems, including interfacing Department 
systems with those of State and local 
government and other agencies sup- 
ported by Department funds. 

3. Provides technical assistance and 
guidance in the planning, development, 
and implementation of management in- 
formation systems designed to improve 
the effectiveness of program and admin- 
istrative operations. 

4. Reviews, evaluates, and recom- 
mends action on the objectives and goals 
of plans and proposals submitted by the 
operating agencies and Office of the Sec- 
retary staff offices for the study, devel- 
opment, design, acquisition, installation, 
utilization, exchange, and sharing of 
existing, improved, or new data process- 
ing systems. Monitors progress of operat- 
ing agencies and components of the 
Office of the Secretary in implementing 
the approved plans and proposals and 
evaluates the impact of ADP procedures 
on organization, procedures, and admin- 
istrative policy. 

5. Conducts studies of agency data 
processing systems; (a) to insure max- 
imum cost effectiveness in compliance 
with Departmental policies and stand- 
ards; (b) to determine the operational 
interfaces of related systems; (c) to de- 
velop improvements in existing Depart- 
mental policy on automatic data proc- 
essing systems management; and (d) to 
determine desirable levels of automation 
of operating procedures. 

6. Develops and applies Department 
standards, policies, and goals for data 
processihg systems. 

F. Division of Systems Technology. 1. 
Develops Department-wide plans for the 
effective adaptation and use of electronic 
data processing equipment, reviews and 
recommends action on all major pro- 
posals within the Department for 
installation of or major changes in con- 
figurations of electronic data processing 
and communication equipment or pro- 
posed contracts for software to be used 
by such equipment. 

2. Provides technical assistance and 
advice to operating agencies and staff 
offices on the latest technological devel- 
opments of electronic data processing 
and transmission hardware and software 
and keeps the Department informed of 
economic and technical factors in the 
state-of-the-art. 

3. Provides leadership and guidance in 
the definition, development, and appli- 
cation of Departmental policies, goals, 
and procedures pertaining to the pro- 
curement and utilization of such data 
processing equipment. 

4. Conducts studies of agency ADP 
installations and operations to insure 
compliance with Departmental policies 
and standards and to evaluate their 
adequacy in meeting agency administra- 
tion requirements. 

5. Develops and enforces Department 
standards and goals for selection and use 
of electronic data processing equipment, 
computer programing, and operations. 


6. Represents the Department in liai- 
son with industry and other Federal de- 
partments and agencies on matters 
pertaining to ADP program languages, 
equipment, and _ facility operations. 
Develops from ADP state-of-the-art 
technology, information, and logical in- 
ferences as to the economic and tech- 
nical feasibility and priority of data 
systems automation and develops the 
policy references in terms of which 
agency and staff office plans for the ex- 
panded use of electronic data processing 
can accomplish. ’ 

7. Reviews, evaluates, and takes or 
recommends appropriate action on all 
proposals for obtaining, enlarging, or 
replacing computer equipment. 

8. Directs the Department’s ADP 
hardware and software management 
program. 


Dated: November 21, 1968. 


WILBUR J. COHEN, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-14298; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT 


NATIONAL FLOOD INSURANCE 
PROGRAM 


Notice of Effective Date 


Pursuant to section 1377 of the Hous- 
ing and Urban Development Act of 1968, 
Public Law 90-448 (82 Stat. 589, 42 U.S.C. 
4001 note), I find that comprehensive 
criteria for land management and use 
under section 1361 of the Act will not 
be developed, and agreements with the 
flood insurance pool under section 1332 
of the Act will not be entered into, by 
November 29, 1968, and that the exist- 
ence of these conditions necessitates pre- 
scribing an additional period beyond No- 
vember 29, 1968, before the National 
Flood Insurance Program shall become 
effective. On the basis of the foregoing 
finding, I hereby prescribe that the effec- 
tive date for the National Flood Insur- 
ance Program shall be January 28, 1969. 


ROBERT C. WEAVER, 
Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-14375; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
11:29 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 


Federal Aviation Administration 


NEW YORK AREA OFFICE AT J.F.K. 
INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT, JAMAI- 
CA, N.Y. 


Notice of Relocation 


Notice is hereby given that on or about 
November 15, 1968, the New York Area 
Office at J.F.K. International Airport, 
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Jamaica, N.Y., will be relocated to Valley 
Stream, N.Y. Services relative to the ma- 
jor operating programs with which the 
public is concerned will continue to be 
rendered by the Area Office without in- 
terruption at the new location. Commu- 
nications to the Area Office should be 
addressed as follows: 

New York Area Manager, Federal Aviation 
Administration, Department of Transpor- 
tation, 181 South Franklin Avenue, Valley 
Stream, N.Y. 11581. 


(Sec. 313(a), 72 Stat. 752, 49 U.S.C. 1354) 


Issued in New York, N.Y., on Novem- 
ber 13, 1968. 
GEORGE M. Gary, 
Director, Eastern Region. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-14279; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 


[Docket No. 20495; Order 68-11-113] 
AMERICAN AIRLINES, INC. 


Order of Investigation and Suspension 


Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C., 
on the 25th day of November 1968. 

By tariff revisions’ bearing a posting 
date of October 25, 1968, and marked to 
become effective December 9, 1968, 
American Airlines, Inc. (American), pro- 
poses to increase its general commodity 
rates from Detroit to Knoxville, Little 
Rock, Memphis, and Nashville. The pro- 
posal would raise rates at all weight 
breaks, with the increases varying be- 
tween 62 and 159 percent. 

In support of its filing, American 
asserts that its current rates are estab- 
lished on the basis of its scale for direct 
mileages between the points involved, 
that the carrier actually serves these 
segments via connecting flights at either 
Dallas or New York, and that the short- 
est operated mileages exceed the direct 
mileages by from 79 to 164 percent. The 
proposed rates are established on which- 
ever of the following gives the lowest 
rates (1) the scale rates for operated 
miles via New York, (2) the scale rates 
for operated miles via Dallas, (3) com- 
bination of local rates via New York, and 
(4) combination of local rates via 
Dallas.” 

Upon consideration of all relevant 
matters, the Board finds that American’s 
proposal may be unjust, unreasonable, 
unjustly discriminatory, unduly prefer- 
ential, unduly prejudicial, or otherwise 
unlawful, and should be suspended pend- 
ing investigation. 

The proposal would result in signifi- 
cant increased rates for which the car- 
rier presents no adequate justification. 
Although there may be no basis here 
to require the carrier to publish rates on 
the basis of the direct routing when its 
operations are circuitous by virtue of its 


1 Revisions to Airline Tariff Publishers, 
Inc., Agent, Tariff CAB No. 8 (Agent J. Aniello 
series). 

*The rates to Little Rock, however, are 
equalized to those to Memphis. 


NOTICES 


certificate provisions, there is no appar- 
ent basis to construct these rates on 
mileages greater than those reflecting 
the shortest authorized route. 

_In the case of the markets involved in 
the current proposal, American’s short- 
est operated mileages exceed the carrier’s 
authorized mileages by from 23 to 71 
percent. In the Board’s opinion, basing 
rates on current operated mileage may 
result in excessive charges. An investiga- 
tion, therefore, is desirable to establish 
the appropriate principles for determin- 
ing the mileages upon which these rates 
should be set. Since the rates proposed 
involve very considerable increases, we 
shall suspend them pending investiga- 
tion. 

Accordingly, pursuant to the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, and particularly 
sections 204(a) and 1002 thereof: 

It is ordered, That: 

1. An investigation be instituted to de- 
termine whether the rates from Detroit 
to Knoxville, Little Rock, Memphis, and 
Nashville on 14th Revised Page 20-C of 
Airline Tariff Publishers, Inc., Agent, 
CAB No. 8 (Agent J. Aniello series), and 
rules, regulations, and practices affect- 
ing such rates, are or will be unjust or 
unreasonable, unjustly discriminatory, 
unduly preferential, unduly prejudicial, 
or otherwise unlawful, and if found to be 
unlawful, to determine and prescribe the 
lawful rates, and rules, regulations, or 
practices affecting such rates; 

2. Pending hearing and decision by the 
Board, the rates from Detroit to Knox- 
ville, Little Rock, Memphis, and Nash- 
ville on 14th Revised Page 20-C of Airline 
Tariff Publishers, Inc., Agent, CAB No. 
8 (Agent J. Aniello series) are suspended 
and their use deferred to and including 
March 8, 1969, unless otherwise ordered 
by the Board, and that no changes be 
made therein during the period of sus- 
pension except by order or special per- 
mission of the Board; 

3. The proceeding herein be assigned 
for hearing before an examiner of the 
Board at a time and place hereafter to 
be designated; and 

4. Copies of this order be filed with the 
tariff and served upon American Airlines, 
Inc., which is hereby made a party to 
this proceeding. > 


This order will be published in the Frp- 
ERAL REGISTER. 


By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 
[SEAL] HAROLD R. SANDERSON, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc, 68-14293; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 20435; Order 68-11-98] 


SEDALIA, MARSHALL, BOONVILLE 
STAGE LINE, INC. 


Order To Show Cause 


Issued under delegated authority on 
November 21, 1968. 

The Postmaster General filed a notice 
of intent November 5, 1968, pursuant to 
14 CFR Part 298, petitioning the Board 
to establish for the above captioned air 
taxi operator, a final service mail rate 
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of 34.8 cents per great circle aircraft mile 
for the transportation of mail by air- 
craft between Grand Island, Nebr., and 
Wichita, Kans. 

No protest or objection was filed 
against the proposed services during the 
time for filing such objections. The Post- 
master General states that the Depart- 
ment and the carrier agree that the above 
rate is a fair and reasonable rate of com- 
pensation for the proposed services. The 
Postmaster General believes these serv- 
ices will meet postal needs in the market. 
He states the air taxi plans to initiate 
mail service with twin-engine Piper 
Aztec C, Model PA 23, aircraft equipped 
for all-weather operation. 

It is in the public interest to fix, deter- 
mine, and establish the fair and reason- 
able rate of compensation to be paid by 
the Postmaster General for the proposed 
transportation of mail by aircraft, the 
facilities used and useful therefor, and 
the services connected therewith, be- 
tween the aforesaid points. Upon con- 
sideration of the notice of intent and 
other matters officially noticed, it is pro- 
posed to issue an order’ to include the 
following findings and conclusions: 

The fair and reasonable final service 
mail rate to be paid to Sedalia, Marshall, 
Boonville Stage Line. Inc., in its entirety 
by the Postmaster General pursuant to 
section 406 of the Act for the transpor- 
tation of mail by aircraft, the facilities 
used and useful therefor, and the serv- 
ices connected therewith, shall be 34.8 
cents per great circle aircraft mile be- 
tween Grand Island, Nebr., and Wichita, 
Kans. 

Accordingly, pursuant to the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, and particularly 
sections 204(a) and 406 thereof, and 
regulations promulgated in 14 CFR Part 
302, 14 CFR Part 298, and 14 CFR 
385.14(f): 

It is ordered, That: 


1. Sedalia, Marshall, Boonville Stage 
Line, Inc., the Postmaster General, 
Frontier Airlines, Inc., and all other 
interested persons are directed to show 
cause why the Board should not adopt 
the foregoing proposed findings and con- 
clusions and fix, determine, and publish 
the final rate specified above for the 
transportation of mail by aircraft, the 
facilities used and useful therefor, and 
the services connected therewith as spec- 
ified above as the fair and reasonable 
rate of compensation to be paid to 
Sedalia, Marshall, Boonville Stage Line, 
Inc.; 

2. Further procedures herein shall be 
in accordance with 14 CFR Part 302, 
and notice of any objection to the rate or 
to the other findings and conclusions 
proposed herein, shall be filed within 10 
days, and if notice is filed, written an- 
swer and supporting documents shall be 


1 As this order to show cause is not a final 
action but merely affords interested persons 
an opportunity to be heard on the matters 
herein proposed, it is not regarded as sub- 
ject to the review provisions of Part 385 (14 
CFR Part 385). These provisions for Board 
review will be applicable to final action taken 
by the staff under authority delegated in 
§ 385.14(g). 
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filed within 30 days after service of this 
order; 

3. If notice of objection is not filed 
within 10 days after service of this 
order, or if notice is filed and answer 
is not filed within 30 days after service 
of this order, all persons shall be deemed 
to have waived the right to a hearing 
and all other procedural steps short of a 
final decision by the Board, and the 
Board may enter an order incorporating 
the findings and conclusions proposed 
herein and fix and determine the final 
rate specified herein; 

4. If answer is filed presenting issues 
for hearing, the issues involved in deter- 
mining the fair and reasonable final rate 
shall be limited to those specifically 
raised by the answer, except insofar as 
other issues are raised in accordance 
with Rule 307 of the rules of practice 
(14 CFR 302.307); and 


5. This order shall be served upon 
Sedalia, Marshall, Boonville Stage Line, 


Inc., the Postmaster General, and 
Frontier Airlines, Inc. 


This order will be published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER. 


[SEAL] HAROLD R. SANDERSON, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-14295; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 


8:49 a.m.] 





[Docket No. 20406] 
TACA INTERNATIONAL AIRLINES, S.A. 


Notice of Postponement of Prehearing 
Conference 


Notice is hereby given that the pre- 
hearing conference in the above-entitled 
proceeding has been postponed from No- 
vember 27, 1968, to December 4, 1968, at 
10 a.m., e.s.t., in Room 1726, Universal 
Building, 1825 Connecticut Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 


Dated at “’ashington, D.C., Novem- 
ber 25, 1968. 


[SEAL] JAMES S. KEITH, 


Hearing Examiner. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-14363; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:51 a.m.] 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 


[Report 415] 


COMMON CARRIER SERVICES 
INFORMATION * 


Domestic Public Radio Services Appli- 
cations Accepted for Filing * 


NOVEMBER 25, 1968. 


Pursuant to §§ 1.227(b) (3) and 21.26 
(b) of the Commission’s rules, an appli- 


1All applications listed in the appendix 
are subject to further consideration and 
review and may be returned and/or dis- 
missed if not found to be in accordance with 
the Commission’s rules, regulations and 
other requirements. 

2The above alternative cutoff rules apply 
to those applications listed in the appendix 
as having been accepted in Domestic Public 
Land Mobile Radio, Rural Radio, Point-to- 
Point Microwave Radio and Local Television 
Transmission Services (Part 21 of the rules). 








NOTICES 





cation, in order to be considered with 
any domestic public radio services appli- 
cation appearing on the attached list, 
must be substantially complete and 
tendered for filing by whichever date is 
earlier: (a) The close of business one 
business day preceding the day on 
which the Commission takes action on 
the previously filed application; or (b) 
within 60 days after the date of the pub- 
lic notice listing the first prior filed ap- 
plication (with which subsequent appli- 
cations are in conflict) as having been 
accepted for filing. An application which 
is subsequently amended by a major 
change will be considered to be a newly 
filed application. It is to be noted that 







sion has not acted upon the application 
by that time pursuant to the first alter- 
native earlier date. The mutual exclu- 
sivity rights of a new application are 
governed by the earliest action with re- 
spect to any one of the earlier filed con- 
flicting applications. 

The attention of any party in interest 
desiring to file pleadings pursuant to 
section 309 of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended, concerning any 
domestic public radio services applica- 
tion accepted for filing, is directed to 
§ 21.27 of the Commission’s rules for 
provisions governing the time for filing 
and other requirements relating to such 





" 2869-C2-P-69—Radio Page Communications, Inc.; 
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the cutoff dates are set forth in the 


leadings. 
alternative—applications will be en- ” 2 FEpERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
titled to consideration with those listed CoMMISSION, 
in the appendix if filed by the end of [SEAL] BEN F. WAPLE, 
the 60-day period, only if the Commis- Secretary. 
APPENDIX 


APPLICATIONS ACCEPTED FOR FILING 
DOMESTIC PUBLIC LAND MOBILE RADIO SERVICE 
File No., Applicant, Call Sign, and Nature of Application 


2813—C2—P-69—Communications Technical Sales, Inc.; (KIY589); C.P. to relocate base 
facilities operating on frequency 152.21 MHz to 122 North Sumter Street, South Carolina 
and change the antenna system. 

2864—C2—P-69—Louisville 2-Way Radio, Service, Inc.; (KIF656); C.P. to change the base 
frequency to 158.70 MHz; replace transmitter operating on same and change the antenna 
system at station located at 332 West Broadway (Heyburn Building), Louisville, Ky. 

2865—-C2—-MP-69—Telephone Answering Service, Inc.; (KLF539); Modification of C.P. to 
replace the base transmitter operating on frequency 152.06 MHz at station located 
at 60 North Division Avenue, Grand Rapids, Mich. 

2866—C2—P-69—North Shore Communications, Inc.; (New); C.P. for a new (one-way) station 
to operate on frequency 158.70 MHz at location No. 1: No. 3 Sidney Street, Wakefield, 
Mass., and location No. 2: Monterey Hill, West Roxbury, Mass. 

2867-C2-P-69—Tulare Radiotelephone Service; (New); C.P. for a new two-way station 
to be located at location No. 1: 1.75 miles northwest of Squaw Valley,’ Calif., to operate 
on frequency 454.175 MHz base; location No. 2: 110 West Oak Street, Visalia, Calif., to 
operate on frequency 75.66 MHz control and location No. 3: 996 Academy, Tulare, Calif., 
to operate on frequency 75.66 MHz control. 

2868—C2-P-69—-General Communication Systems, Inc.; (KAF643); C.P. to establish new 
base facilities at a new site described as location No. 3: 1400 North Woodlawn, Wichita, 
Kans., to operate on frequency 454.05 MHz, also repeater facilities to operate on 454.20 MHz 
same location. 

(KM1438); C.P. for a second base to 
operate on frequency 158.70 MHz at the following locations: (one way). Location No. 1: 
Panorama Point, near El Modeno, Calif. Location No. 3: San Pedro Hill, approximately 
2 miles west of San Pedro, Calif. Location No. 5: 8155 Van Nuys Boulevard, Van Nuys, 
Calif. Location No. 6: Flint Peak, 0.7 miles east of Chevy Chase Drive, Glendale, Calif. 

2872—C2-P-69—R. O. Deaderick Co.; (New); C.P. for a new one-way station to be located 
at Sharps Ridge (former WBIR-TV tower), Knoxville, Tenn., to operate on frequency 
158.70 MHz. ‘ 

2873—C2—P-69—Susquehanna Mobile Communications, Inc.; (New); C.P. for a new one- 
way station to be located at WHP-TV site, Blue Mountain, near Harrisburg, Pa., to 
operate on frequency 158.70 MHz. 

2874—-C2-P-69—-Radio Mobile Phones, Inc.; (New); C.P. for a new one-way station to be 
located at 4320 Major Drive, Beaumont, Tex., to operate on frequency 152.24 MHz. 

2875—C2-P-69—Mobilfone Communications; (New); C.P. for a new two-way station to be at 
location No. 1: 3 miles southeast of Texarkana, Ark., to operate on base frequency 152.21 
MHz; repeater frequency 459.25 MHz and at location No. 2: 2217 State Line Avenue, 
Texarkana, Ark., to operate on control frequency 454.25 MHz. 

2885—C2-P-69—Buckeye Communications Co.; (New); C.P. for a new one-way station to be 
located at 900 West Market Street, Akron, Ohio, to operate on frequency 152.24 MHz. 

2886-C2-AL-69—Electronic Communications Co.; (KGA808); Consent to assignment of 
license from Electronic Communications Co., Assignor, to: Pennsylvania Radio Telephone 
Corp., assignee. 

2887-—C2-—P-69—Physicians’ & Businessmen’s Paging Service, Inc.; (KAD931); C.P. to change 
frequency from 35.58 MHz to 152.24 MHz; replace the transmitter and change the antenna 
system at station located at 125 East 3lst Street, Kansas City, Mo. 

2888-C2-P-69—-West Side Answering Service; (KFL877); C.P. to change the orientation 
of the antenna system located at 3717 Spruce Street, Tampa, Fla., operating on 
152.12 MHz. : 

2889-C2—-MP-69—Radio Broadcasting Co.; (KGB874); Modification of C.P. to change the 
antenna system located at 18th and Walnut Streets, Philadelphia, Pa., operating on base 
frequency 454.05 MHz. 

2890—-C2-P-69—-Airsignal International Inc.; (New); C.P. for a new one-way station to be 
located on Red Mountain, west of Radio Park, 2 miles south of Birmingham, Ala., to 
operate on frequency 152.24 MHz. . 
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POINT TO POINT MICROWAVE RADIO SERVICE: 


NOTICES 


(NON-TELEPHONE) 


2877-C1-ML-69—West Texas Microwave Co.; (KTQ80); Modification of license to provide, 
via audio subchannel, the signal of Station KFJZ—-FM, Fort Worth, Tex., to Radio Station 
KVMC, Colorado City, Tex. Location: Sweetwater, Tex. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-14306; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 8:50 a.m.J 


[Dockets Nos. 18251-18257; FCC 68R-484] 


LOUIS VANDER PLATE ET AL. 


Memorandum Opinion and Order 
Enlarging Issues 


In re applications of Louis Vander 
Plate, Franklin, N.J., et al. For construc- 
tion permits, Docket No. 18251, File Nos. 
BP-16837, 18252, 18253, 18254, 18255, 
18256, 18257. 

1. Presently before the Board is a pe- 
tition to enlarge issues, filed October 8, 
1968, by the Broadcast Bureau.* By order, 
FCC 68-731, released July 22, 1968, the 
applications herein were designated for 
hearing. The Bureau now requests that 
the issues in the proceeding be enlarged 
to include: (1) A determination of 
whether or not Lake-River Broadcasting 
Corp. (Lake-River) has had a copy of its 
application available for public inspec- 
tion in accordance with § 1.594; and (2) 
to determine, in light of the foregoing, 
whether the Lake-River application 
should be dismissed or a comparative 
demerit assessed.” 

(2) In support of its allegation that 
Lake-River’s public notice did not direct 
interested persons to the correct point 
of reference, the Bureau submits a letter 
from Mr. Robert Gold, advising the Com- 
mission that on September 5, 1968, he 
attempted to examine the Lake-River ap- 
Plication at the location specified in the 
public notice and was told it was not 
there. The Bureau also alleges that the 
Lake-River point of reference was 
changed at or near the time notice was 
published. In support of this allegation 
the Bureau submits an affidavit, executed 
on October 1, 1968, of Laurence Tighe, 
President of Lake-River (which was pre- 
pared in reference to a Bureau letter 
attempting to ascertain information re- 
garding this matter), in which the affi- 
ant states that he advised his counsel 
“approximately 2 months ago” that it 
would be necesary to change the point of 
reference. The Bureau reasons that since 
publication commenced on July 29, 1968, 
and ended on August 6, 1968, the point 
of reference described in the notice must 
have been erroneous. 


3. In opposition, Lake-River states 
that the reason why the change in the 


1 Other pleadings before the Board for con- 
sideration are: (a) Opposition, filed Oct. 21, 
1968, by Lake-River Broadcasting Corp.; and 
(b) reply, filed Oct. 24, 1968, by the Broad- 
cast Bureau. 

2 Although the Bureau’s petition does not 
comply with the time requirement of § 1.229 
of the Commission’s rules, the Review Board 
will accept the petition. In view of the fact 
that the basis for the petition was not known 
to the Bureau until after the requisite 15 
days had elapsed, and the Bureau filed its 
petition within a short period after it learned 


of the relevant facts, good cause for the delay 


has been shown. 


point of reference was not in the pub- 
lished notice is because the advertise- 
ment was prepared by legal counsel in 
Washington, D.C., and the Lake-River 
principals did not advise legal counsel 
that the reference point had been 
changed until after the advertisement 
had been published.* Lake-River argues 
that there had been “substantial compli- 
ance” with the public reference require- 
ments because the staff at the published 
reference point was directed to send 
interested persons to a location where 
the application was available. Lake-River 
emphasizes that legal counsel advised 
that the giving of instructions as to 
where the record could be reviewed 
would be substantial compliance. More- 
over, Lake-River alleges that a complete 
new record was sent to the published 
point of reference on October 17, 1968. 
Lake-River concludes by arguing- that 
§ 1.594 of the Commission’s rules does 
not provide a procedure to be employed 
when the reference point is changed 
after publication. 

4. In the reply the Bureau submits 
two affidavits of Mr. Melvin Lieberman, 
in which the affiant details his futile 
efforts to gain inspection of the epplica- 
tion both at the office indicated in the 
public notice and at the office where 
Lake-River allegedly kept the applica- 
tion. The Bureau submits that these affi- 
davits confirm the de facto nonavailabil- 
ity of the application. 


5. In view of the affidavits submitted 
by the Bureau, Lake-River’s allegation 
that it has substantially complied with 
§ 1.594 of the Commission’s rules is un- 
persuasive. The Bureau has made a show- 
ing that the application was neither 
available at the published reference 
point, nor at the office where the ap- 
plication was allegedly kept. Moreover, 
Lake-River has failed to give an adequate 
explanation as to why the change in 
reference point was not communicated 
to its counsel before publication or, in the 
alternative, why a corrected notice was 
not subsequently published. The reasons 
given by Lake-River as to why a cor- 
rected notice was not subsequently pub- 
lished (including reliance on the advice 
of counsel) do not resolve the factual 
questions raised by the allegations of 
difficulties encountered in obtaining the 
application at both reference points. The 
argument that § 1.594 does not provide 
a procedure for changing the reference 
point is also unpersuasive. The logical 
conclusion of Lake-River’s argument is 
that a fortuitously timed change could 


* The opposition appears to contradict the 
statements of Laurence Tighe in his affidavit 
of Oct. 1, 1968, in which he states that he 
advised counsel that the place of reference 
would be changed. Presumably Mr. Tighe’s 
information was communicated before pub- 
lication. However, the timing is unclear. 


eliminate the publication requirement of 
the section altogether. “(Common sense 
and good judgment” in substantially 
complying, as advocated by Lake-River, 
should not be permitted to dilute the 
protections afforded by § 1.594. 


6. Accordingly, it is ordered, That the 
petition to enlarge issues, filed October 
8, 1968, by the Broadcast Bureau, Is 
granted and that issues in this proceed- 
ing are enlarged by the addition of the 
following issues: 

(1) To determine whether Lake-River 
Broadcasting Co. has had a copy of its 
application available for public inspec- 
tion as required by § 1.594 of the rules. 

(2) To determine, in light of the evi- 
dence adduced under the foregoing issue, 
whether the Lake-River application 
should be dismissed or a comparative 
demerit assessed. 

7. It is further ordered, That the bur- 
den of proceeding with the introduction 
of evidence and burden of proof under 
the issues added herein shall be upon 
Lake-River Broadcasting Co. 


Adopted: November 22, 1968. 
Released: November 25, 1968. 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
ComMISSION,* 
BEN F. WAPLE, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-14307; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:50 a.m.] 


[SEAL] 


[Docket No. 18294; FCC 68-1106] 


INTERNATIONAL TELECOMMUNICA- 
TION UNION 


Third Notice of Inquiry Regarding 
Conference on Radio Astronomy 
and Space Services 


1. On October 9, 1968, the Commis- 
sion adopted its second notice of inquiry 
in this proceeding. That notice dealt 
with, among other things, comments 
filed in response to the initial notice of 
inquiry insofar as they were pertinent 
to the agenda proposed for the World 
Administrative Radio Conference 
(WARC) tentatively scheduled for late 
1970 or early 1971. It is the purpose of 
this third notice of inquiry to deal with 
the remaining comments filed in response 
to the initial Notice and to make certain 
proposals with respect thereto, partic- 
ularly insofar as the table of frequency 
allocations is concerned. 

2. Comments in response to the Com- 
mission’s initial notice of inquiry in this 
proceeding were filed by the following: 

National Academy of Sciences/National 
Research Council (NAS); 

Associated Universities, Inc. (AUI) ; 


National Radio Astronomy Observatory 
(NRAO) ; 

American Radio Relay League (ARRL); 

Aerospace & Flight Test Radio Coordinat- 
ing Council (AFTRCC); 

Air Transport Association & Aeronautical 


“Review Board Members Berkemeyer and 
Pincock absent. Board Member Nelson 
abstaining. 
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Radio, Inc. (ATA/ARINC) ; 

Columbia Broadcasting System, Inc. 
(CBS); 

Leasco Systems & Research Corp. (Leasco) ; 

Radio Technical Commission for Marine 
Services (RTCM); 

Raytheon Co. (Raytheon) ; 

Teleprompter Corp. (Teleprompter) ; 

Radio Corporation of America (RCA); 

American Telephone & Telegraph (AT&T) ; 
and 

Communications Satellite. Corp. (COM- 
SAT). 


Corrected comments were filed subse- 
quently by ARRL. 

3. The comments of NAS, AUI, and 
NRAO were directed to the proposal to 
shift the radio astronomy service alloca- 
tion at 19.3-19.4 GHz upward to 22.0-22.1 
GHz. In addition, NRAO made a number 
of allocation proposals relating to the 
accommodation of NASA’s NIMBUS E 
satellite. Since the Office of Telecom- 
munications Management (OTM) is re- 
sponsible for collecting and assesssing 
information relative to the space needs of 
agencies of the Federal Government, the 
NIMBUS requirements will not be 
treated in this document. All three make 
the point that the proposed move would 
be detrimental to radio astronomy since 
the proposed allocation would be ap- 
proximately centered on the water-vapor 
absorption line and that under typical 
conditions the thermal noise would be 
increased by about 30° Kelvin. This in- 
creased thermal noise is said to exceed 
the overall noise of a state-of-the-art 
radio astronomy system. AUI expressed 
the view that the integration time for an 
observation at 22.0-22.1 GHz would need 
to be two to three times longer than at 
19.3-19.4 GHz to achieve the same sen- 
sitivity. AUI stated also that there is one 
hydrogen line at 19.305 and one helium 
line at 19.313 GHz and that similar lines 
are not known to exist in the proposed 
band. AUI did not indicate if, in fact, 
these lines had been observed in nature. 
Further, while conceding that there may 
be but one observatory now using the 
band 19.3-19.4 GHz throughout the 
world, AUI stated that planned observa- 
tions of the lines in that band would be 
impaired if the allocation were changed. 
Accordingly, AUI opposed any change. 
NRAO and NAS on the other hand, ex- 
pressed the view that if the change were 
necessary, it would be preferable to 
delete the 19.3-19.4 GHz allocation in 
exchange for a 100 MHz expansion of the 
existing radio astronomy band at 15.35- 
15.4 GHz. The latter band is presently 
being used at three observatories, all of 
which are within the United States, 
namely, at Greenbank, W. Va., Maryland 
Point, Md., and Cedar Rapids, Iowa. All 
are centered on 15.375 GHz and observe 
over bands of 50, 20, and 50 MHz, re- 
spectively. The first two are registered 
as Class B observatories, i.e., their obser- 
vations are of such a nature that they 
can be made only with advanced low- 
noise receivers using the best techniques. 
Cedar Rapids is a Class A observatory, 
ie., its observations are such that the 
sensitivity of the equipment is not a 
primary factor. 

4. Immediately below radio astronomy 
at 15.35-15.4 GHz is the frequency band 
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15.25-15.35 GHz, which is allocated to 
the space research service. An expansion 
downward of 100 MHz from 15.35-15.4 
GHz for radio astronomy would thus 
encompass all of the space research 
band. On the upper side, the band 15.4— 
15.7 GHz is allocated exclusively to the 
aeronautical radionavigation service. 
This represents the highest band allo- 
cated to that service, with the next high- 
est being at 5.0-5.25 GHz. Sophisticated 
instrument landing systems are currently 
under development in the band 15.4—15.7 
GHz in the aeronautical radionavigation 
service. Similarly, the space research 
band at 15.25-15.35 GHz is a key band 
for experiments to be carried aboard 
NASA’s ATS-E, -F, and -G satellites for 
gathering data pertinent to the use of 
frequencies in this general part of the 
spectrum by the space services. As a con- 


sequence, we are not persuaded that. 


radio astronomy allocations at 15.35-15.4 
GHz should be expanded. Further, since 
the region of the spectrum around 22 
GHz could be used by terrestrial radio 
astronomy observatories (albeit with ap- 
preciably longer integration times) and, 
in the years for which we are planning, 
could be used in satellite-borne observa- 
tories, we are not persuaded that 19.3- 
19.4 GHz need be retained for radio 
astronomy. 

5. ARRL stated that moving the ama- 
teur service allocation from 21.0-22.0 
GHz would not cause any significant in- 
convenience or hardship to the amateur 
community and therefore the League will 
interpose no objection to such a change. 
ARRL also cited the interest of radio 
amateurs throughout the world in space 
experimentation and the problems con- 
fronting them as a result of the fact that 
all of their bands above 146 MHz are 
shared with other radio services. They 
request, therefore, that at least some 
portions of the bands above 146 MHz, in- 
cluding the proposed 23.0 GHz band, be 
made available exclusively for the ama- 
teur radio service. This proposal poses a 
difficult problem. In general, in the bands 
above 146 MHz wherein the amateur 
service enjoys a worldwide allocation it 
has only a secondary status as compared 
to the primary status of the service with 
which it shares. The probability that 
the WARC could be persuaded to dis- 
‘lodge a primary service to afford exclu- 
sivity to a service that now has only 
secondary status appears quite remote. 
The amateur service is presently con- 
strained by the terms of a footnote to the 
table of frequency allocations adopted 
by the Space EARC, Geneva, 1963. Foot- 
note 284A, applied to the frequency band 
144-146 MHz, reads as follows: “In the 
band 144-146 Mc/s, artificial satellites 
may be used by the amateur service.” 
By inference, one assumes that they may 
not be used in other amateur bands, since 
no other band has a comparable foot- 
note. It would appear better then to 
seek to have footnote 284A deleted and, 
if necessary, redefine the amateur serv- 
ice to explicitly permit the use of space 
radiocommunication techniques. In this 
way the amateur service would achieve 
maximum flexibility, within the con- 
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straints imposed on any service with 
secondary status. 

6. AFTRCC invited attention to,the 
fact that specific frequency provisions 
made for aircraft-to-satellite and satel- 
lite-to-aircraft communication and nav- 
igation purposes will affect directly the 
design and manufacturing work now in 
progress by several AFTRCC member 
companies on new commercial transport 
and executive aircraft. Integral flush an- 
tennas for systems employing space tech- 
niques should be a part of the basic de- 
sign of these aircraft and the frequencies 
to be utilized will therefore affect struc- 
tural design considerations. AFTRCC 
also stated “In terms of specific future 
radio frequency requirements, we assume 
that the Commission has taken into ac- 
count the future need that APTRCC 
member companies, and possibly others, 
will have for at least one channel for 
test purposes to be used for communica- 
tion both through a satellite and for 
simulated satellite relayed communica- 
tions and related tests; for example, air- 
craft transmissions to a local base sta- 
tion with the base station replying on 
the satellite frequency. Of course, details 
concerning power, modes of operation, 
and so forth, for such operation, can 
only be determined after announcement 
of proposed bands and channels have 
been made.” 

7. The AFTRCC comments are un- 
clear, in at least two aspects. First, with- 
out specifying the frequency or fre- 
quencies their manufacturers are using 
in their design considerations in manu- 
facturing work now in progress, they 
warn, in effect, that a decision to use 
other frequencies will affect major struc- 
tural design considerations. It would ap- 
pear, therefore, despite the absence of 
national agreement on what frequencies 
should be employed for operational sys- 
tems using space techniques, that certain 
manufacturers have already committed 
themselves on this issue. While the 
United States would hope to have a 
strong voice in the decisions regarding 
the frequency bands to be employed for 
space techniques, there can be no assur- 
ance that the WARC will accede to our 
proposals in preference to those of 
others. With respect to the quoted por- 
tion of the AFTRCC comments, the 
Commission is not aware of any pro- 
vision for testing equipment that would 
bear on its proposals to amend the inter- 
national Table of Frequency Allocations. 
The type of operation contemplated by 
AFTRCC is more pertinent to national 
rule-making proceedings aimed at im- 
plementing changes resulting from the 
work of the Conference. If the AFTRCC 
has specific proposals pertinent to the 
work of the WARC, it is urged that they 
be brought to the attention of the Com- 
mission as quickly as possible, and in any 
event, by early December of this year. 

8. The joint ATA/ARINC filing limited 
itself generally to support of the pro- 
posed agenda for the WARC, and more 
specifically to that portion of the agenda 
proposing to enhance the provisions for 
the use of space techniques for both 
aeronautical communication and navi- 
gation. 
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9. CBS stated that it is concerned 
basically with the development of a 
global, nondiscriminatory satellite sys- 
tem for use by the mass media and has 
participated actively in the work of the 
International Radio Consultative Com- 
mittee (CCIR) in this regard. Noting 
that “contemplated uses for space com- 
munications will inevitably have an im- 
pact upon frequencies currently allocated 
for domestic and international broad- 
casting purposes. CBS is particularly in- 
terested in matters affecting spectrum 
allocations and whatever conditions may 
be attached to the use of frequencies as- 
signed to existing or contemplated satel- 
lite program transmission systems.” CBS 
stated that because of the broad scope 
of the proposed agenda and the absence 
of technical information supporting the 
proposed allocation changes, it was dif- 
ficult to comment meaningfully and, as 
a@ consequence, no comment was made 
with respect to either the agenda or the 
table. CBS recommended establishment 
of joint industry-government prepara- 
tory committees to develop the proposals 
to the Conference. It is believed that 
such action is premature at this point 
in time. 

10. The comments of Leasco were not 
generally pertinent to the WARC pre- 
paratory work. They made two basic pro- 
posals, the first being that one of twelve 
transponders suggested by Comsat for 
use at 4 and 6 GHz in a different docket 
for a domestic system, be dedicated to 
the information processing field. The 
second suggested that the use of wide 
band channels (presumably 35 MHz) be 
made a major topic for discussiorm by the 
United States at the WARC. Either or 
both could be accommodated under the 
existing international Radio Regulations. 

11. Raytheon endorsed the Commis- 
sion’s proposal with respect to alloca- 
tion changes but cautioned that future 
allocation deliberations must give due 
considerations to terrestrial services and 
their needs with respect to high-speed 
wide-band data transmissions. 

12. Teleprompter construes “* * * the 
Notice of Inquiry virtually to commit the 
Commission to an inflexible position 
tending to preclude contemporary and 
future application of more sophisticated 
spectrum-management theory than that 
represented by block or exclusive allo- 
cations. We suggest that allocations of 
large blocks of frequencies to one type 
of service—even Communications Satel- 
lite—is contrary to modern, widely 
supported and increasingly accepted 
concepts of spectrum management.” * 
[ E.G., IEEE Spectrum, September 1968.1 
They state also that “* * * if the Com- 
mission should ultimately decide that a 
block of frequencies in the 18 GHz region 
of the spectrum should not be allocated 
for [Teleprompter’s] AML wide-band 
microwave, or alternatively, that AML 
should be relocated to another portion 
of the spectrum, we urge strongly that 
there should not be a patently premature 
foreclosure of other possible wide-band 
terrestrial services in the Band of fre- 
quencies between 17.7 and 31.3 GHz.” 
Teleprompter suggests further, “If the 
United States is not prepared now to 
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propose to the World Conference con- 
sideration of a more sophisticated system 
of spectrum management than that 
represented by block allocations, two 
matters require further investigation be- 
fore any specific allocation assignments 
should be made.” These matters are the 
establishment of more adequate justifi- 
cation for proposing a total of 7 GHz of 
spectrum space for the communication- 
satellite service and a study to deter- 
mine the feasibility of sharing between 
terrestrial and space services. 

13. Teleprompter has ascribed a con- 
notation in general to the expression 
“block allocations” that truly is appli- 
cable in only a limited sense. Their com- 
ments imply that a specific allocation to 
a specific radio service should be avoided 
whenever possible. In support of their 
contention that block allocations are 
contrary to modern, widely supported 
and increasingly accepted concepts of 
spectrum management, they invite at- 
tention to IEEE Spectrum, September 
1968. However, that publication (page 
10) contains but a brief description of a 
new frequency assignment concept de- 
scribed in the recent report of the Joint 
Technical Advisory Committee (JTAC), 
entitled “Spectrum Engineering—The 
Key to Progress.” Examining the JTAC 
report in detail makes it clear that the 
concept proposed might find application 
in dealing with mobile services and par- 
ticularly with the land mobile service. 
In fact, the fairly extensive tests con- 
ducted by JTAC in developing the con- 
cept dealt exclusively with the mobile 
services. They examined an FAA VHF 
air traffic control channel at Los Angeles, 
a Coast Guard VHF search and rescue 
channel at Long Beach and various pub- 
lic safety and industrial land mobile 
VHF stations in Los Angeles. The report 
does not take issue particularly with a 
block allocation to the generic land mo- 
bile service, per se, but rather with the 
several subdivisions of such a block allo- 
cation to form smaller blocks, each of 
which is then suballocated to a particular 
segment of the land mobile service, such 
as fire, police, business, etc. The basic 
deficiency with such an _ allocation 
scheme is that in a particular area one 
service may use its small band heavily 
while other services are using their small 
bands lightly or not at all. It is this dis- 
parity in loading that has earned a bad 
name for block allocations, insofar as the 
land mobile service is concerned. On the 
other side of the-coin, however, block 
allocations to generic radio services on a 
national or international basis leads to 
standardization of equipment and oper- 
ating procedures, the enhancement of 
safety in flight and navigation, the com- 
patibility of like users in the same bands, 
and a lessening of potential interference. 
As a specific example, the pilot of an air 
transport leaving Dulles International 
Airport must be able to communicate 
with the tower at Dulles as well as the 
tower at any airport in the world where 
he intends to land. His instrument land- 
ing and radionavigation equipment 
must afford him the same assurance. 
Similar requirements exist with respect 
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to the maritime industry. As to Tele- 
prompter’s urging that there should not 
be a patently premature foreclosure of 
other possible wide-band terrestial serv- 
ices in the bands under discussion, it 
should be noted that the allocation pro- 
posal in the initial notice of inquiry in- 
cluded the frequency bands 21.2—22.0 and 
26.8-27.8 GHz for the non-Government 
fixed and mobile services. 

14. Decisions with respect to the 
amount of spectrum space a particular 
radio service will require 5 or 10 years 
hence cannot be made with precision. 
This is true particularly of a new service 
such as the communication-satellite 
service wherein new technology and new 
demands for service continue to well up. 
The growth of this service, in size and 
sophistication, since the 1963 Space 
EARC has been little short of phenome- 
nal and there appears little reason to 
believe that its rapid growth will not 
continue. Accordingly, on the basis of 
that growth record, filings in the Com- 
mission’s domestic communication satel- 
lite proceeding, subsequent AT&T studies, 
stated requirements of the Government, 
and the intentions of other countries to 
establish domestic or regional systems, 
we are persuaded that it is not unreason- 
able to propose the allocation of 7 GHz 
of spectrum space for the communica- 
tion-satellite service above 17.7 GHz. 

15. As to the matter of proposed ex- 
clusivity above 17.7 GHz for the com- 
munication-satellite service, as opposed 
to sharing between space and terrestrial 
systems, we continue to be influenced by 
several factors. There is an increasing 
probability that mobile earth stations as 
well as fixed-location earth stations will 
require accommodation. We do not know 
what the future holds for the communi- 
cation-satellite service in this portion of 
the spectrum in terms of how wide- 
spread domestic and/or regional systems 
will become, the different types of cus- 
tomer-demands that will arise, or the 
degree to which high-powered satellites 
may be required to offset the inhibiting 
features of propagation phenomena. We 
do know that, despite the successful 
sharing to date at 4 and 6 GHz, the re- 
quirement for sharing has presented 
some obstacles in the way of full ex- 
ploitation of the communication-satellite 
potential. Accordingly, we propose to 
continue to press for an exclusive alloca- 
tion above 17.7 GHz for the communica- 
tion-satellite service. If, after the service 
has exploited these allocations, it be- 
comes apparent that a measure of shar- 
ing with other services can be realized 
without undue impact on the communi- 
cation-satellite service, appropriate rule- 
making proceedings can be-initiated to 
bring about such sharing. 

16. RTCM comments were directed 
primarily to the matter of the WARC 
agenda but stated additionally that ef- 
forts are underway to define the opera- 
tional requirements of the maritime mo- 
bile service to which space techniques 
are applicable. They are examining the 
need for various types of communication 
(e.g., teleprinter, data transmission, tele- 
phone), numbers of channels, types of 
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shipboard installations, etc. These stud- 
ies, coupled with appropriate technical 
systems studies, are expected to permit 
a determination with respect to suitable 
spectrum and bandwidth requirements. 
In their view, preliminary “* * * studies 
already indicate the need for at least 
frequency assignments in the ship/ 
satellite links which will allow simple, 
low-cost antenna installations aboard 
ship.” 

17. RCA, like several others, supports 
the space allocations proposed between 
17.7 and 31.3 GHz but suggests that pro- 
vision also should be made for space-to- 
space services for relaying and other 
purposes, taking advantage of bands 
«“* * * in the vicinity of the absorption 
frequency of water vapor near 24 GHz, 
and of molecular oxygen near 61 GHz, in 
which propagation conditions are suit- 
able for space-to-space transmissions 
but are not so favorable for earth-to- 
space or space-to-earth transmissions.” 
While reserving detailed comments for 
possible future Notices on the subject, 
RCA expressed the view that: 

(a) Specific provision should be made 
for the transmission of television and 
sound directly to schools, community 
centers and other places where groups 
may assemble, particularly for use in 
underdeveloped areas; 

(b) Clear frequency allocations should 
be provided in the range 1-2 GHz for 
navigation purposes, in addition to exist- 
ing provisions between 100 and 500 MHz; 

(c) Provision should be made for aero- 
nautical and maritime mobile services 
using satellite relays for communication 
and navigation purposes, noting that 
“where non-directive antennas must be 
used on the mobile craft, frequencies in 
the VHF and lower UHF bands are prac- 
tically essential,” and that “it should 
be possible, with a minimum of limi- 
tations, to share with certain terres- 
trial services.” 

(d) Due recognition should be given 
to the demonstrated value of satellites 
for navigation, environmental : sensing 
and telemetry and for other uses requir- 
ing radio transmissions; and 

(e) “Recognition should be given the 
future feasibility of specialized commu- 
nication services directly to the public 
via satellite relay stations. Such services 
can be two-way, discrete address or one- 
way, multiple address and might include 
facsimile, digital data, or other wide 
band transmissions. The spectrum re- 
quirements cannot be estimated at this 
time. However, such space probably can- 
not be shared with terrestrial services.” 

18. The Commission appreciates the 
suggestions put forward by RCA, partic- 
ularly with respect to allocation pro- 
posals above 40 GHz, and, of course, will 
take them into consideration in the pre- 
paratory work. However, in the case of 
item (b) above, we are unaware of any 
demand or requirement for the addi- 
tional exclusive allocation of spectrum 
space for navigation purposes as sug- 
gested. It is urged, therefore, that if 
RCA is in a position to make a specific 
proposal with respect to the matter, they 
do so promptly so that it may be consid- 
ered in proper context. 
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19. AT&T supports the intent of the 
Commission’s inquiry but is of the view 
that greater attention must be given to 
terrestrial needs at the time bands are 
designated for space services. They ex- 
press the opinion that common carriers, 
in the bands above 15 GHz, will require 
5 GHz for domestic communication sat- 
ellites, 2 GHz below 22 GHz for domestic 
public fixed operations, and 0.5 GHz for 
domestic public mobile operations. AT&T 
states that the 5 GHz (2.5 GHz up and 
down) proposed for non-Government 
communication-satellite service between 
17.7 and 31.3 GHz, if combined with a 
500 MHz band below 10 GHz for televi- 
sion-down distribution, appears adequate 
for a technically viable system. However, 
for economic reasons, they would prefer 
more up and ‘down spectrum space or a 
different split of the overall 5 GHz. AT&T 
considers inadequate the 0.8 GHz at 
21.2-22.0 GHz proposed for the fixed and 
mobile services jointly and suggests that 
2 GHz will be required below 22 GHz 
for the fixed service alone to permit 
development of a long-haul, high-ca- 
pacity system. Additionally, although 
the need is not yet clearly defined, AT&T 
suggests that 0.5 GHz be allocated on a 
nationwide, exclusive basis to the com- 
mon carrier mobile service for planning 
purposes. It is suggested also that careful 
consideration should be given to the 
shared use of some of the.space bands 
under discussion, prior to the WARC. 
20. To accommodate the changes sug- 
gested, AT&T submitted the following 
revised national allocation plan as a pos- 
sible alternative to the Commission’s 
proposal. 
17.7-19.7 GHz (NG) —FIXED. 
19.7-20.2 (NG) —MOBILE. 
20.2-22.2 (NG)—-COMMUNICATION SATEL- 
LITE (space-to-earth). 
22.2-23.2 (G)—COMMUNICATION SATEL- 
' LITE (space-to-earth). 
23.2-24.15 (G)—FIXED AND MOBILE. 
24.15-24.25 (G/NG)—RADIO ASTRONOMY. 


« * * © * 


25.25-26.50 (G/NG)—AMATEUR-ISM 26.375. 

26.5-28.0 (G)—FIXED AND MOBILE. 

28.0—-29.0 (NG)—FLXED. 

29.0-32.0 (NG)—-COMMUNICATION SATEL- 
LITE (earth-to-space). 

32.0-33.0 (G)—COMMUNICATION SATEL- 
LITE (earth-to-space) . 


* 21. In support of its argument favor- 
ing 2 GHz of ‘spectrum space below 22 
GHz for the fixed service, AT&T stated 
that research on solid state microwave 
devices and integrated circuitry, and 
preliminary system studies, indicate that 
technically and economically viable sys- 
tems using low cost repeaters appear 
feasible above 15 GHz. To exploit this 
portion of the spectrum, their studies 
indicate a need for the consideration of 
the following concepts: 

(a) Closely spaced repeaters to over- 
come attenuation and selective fading; 

(b) Route diversity to cope with ex- 
tremely heavy rainfall in localized 
areas; . 

(c) Pulse code modulation, or possibly 
large index FM, to overcome interfer- 
ence associated with closely spaced re- 
peaters, to permit the use of low power 
in each repeater, and to permit the use 
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of large numbers of repeaters in tan- 
dem; and 

(d) Radio channel bandwidths about 
500 MHz wide to support the above mod- 
ulation methods and to permit the large 
channel capacities necessary for econom- 
ical repeater design. 

22. AT&T, having analyzed accumu- 
lated data on rain and propagation, is 
of the opinion ‘that a 4,000-mile system 
with 0.01 percent total rain outage ap- 
pears feasible if route diversity is em- 
ployed. Further, they state that in order 
to solve the problems of transmission 
fidelity, tolerance to interference and 
ease of construction and maintenance, 
they are actively studying the use of 
PCM, requiring 30 to 60 kHz per voice 
circuit. In return for this bandwidth ex- 
pansion, they expect to obtain greater 
immunity from interference which will 
permit denser packing of like systems 
in a given area. AT&T also stated that 
“* * * Preliminary economic studies of 
a system operating at 18 GHz, with four 
500 MHz wide channels, indicate the pos- 
sibility of a large use for this type of 
radio system. The studies also indicate 
that its economic viability is question- 
able with only two 500 MHz channels, 
or if the system is to be operated ap- 
preciably above 18 GHz. While higher 
frequencies (22-30 GHz) may eventually 
be usable, the present economic outlook 
requires as low an assignment as pos- 
sible. * * * Our studies broadly indi- 
cate that in the frequency range 15-22 
GHz, the message circuit capability 
needed to overcome the economic pen- 
alty of closely spaced repeaters requires 
2 GHz of bandwidth to make utilization 
attractive. We anticipate a need for sys- 
tems having a capability of 16,000 cir- 
cuits or more per route to be used for 
medium and long haul service, particu- 
larly as feeders to the very high capacity 
coaxial and waveguide systems expected 
to be available in the mid to latter 
wes? * * 

23. With respect to its proposal for an 
allocation to the mobile service, AT&T 
stated that the need for such a band 
in the range 17.7-31.3 GHz is only an 
approximation at this time, but none- 
theless should be provided. Although un- 
certain as to the type of modulation and 
other system parameters, AT&T sug- 
gested at least 0.5 GHz for planning 
purposes, on an exclusive basis, as low 
in the spectrum under consideration as 
possible. In the Commission’s view, how- 
ever, such a requirement is too ill-de- 
fined to warrant a separate, exclusive 
allocation. It appears preferable to fol- 
low the past practice of combining such 
an allocation with the fixed service and 
await developments in one or the other 
before proposing a more definitive 
allocation. 

24. As a means of meeting its allocation 
objectives set forth in paragraph 20 
above, AT&T offered the following further 
alternatives: 

(a) Consider expanding the revisions 
of the allocation table to include fre- 
quencies immediately below 17.7 GHz or 
above 31.3 GHz; 

(b) Consider the possibility of reducing 
the sizes of some of the proposed bands 
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(e.g., does the band 23.0-24.25 GHz, allo- 
cated to Radiolocation, ISM and Ama- 
teur, really need to be 1.25 GHz wide 
when factors such as propagation limita- 
tions, intended use and system design are 
considered) ; 

(c) Consider the possibility of sharing 
for some or all fixed services with space 
services. 


Some of these are helpful suggestions 
and, to a degree, lead to greater flexibility 
in our planning. The frequency band 
23.0-24.25 GHz is, in fact, very lightly 
used and can be reduced appreciably. For 
the reasons given in paragraph 15 we 
are not persuaded that the fixed service 
should be permitted to share, at this time, 
the bands proposed for the communica- 
tion-satellite service above 17.7 GHz. 
With respect to the possibility of expand- 
ing the revised allocations immediately 
below 17.7 GHz, we are constrained by ex- 
isting and programed occupancy of the 
entire band 15.7-17.7 GHz. This band, al- 
located to the radiolocation service, has 
investments well in excess of $400 million 
today and, with existing and programed 
equipment, the dollar value will exceed 
$600 million by 1972. Because of this 
demonstrated need, we cannot consider a 
revision of the existing band limits below 
17.7 GHz. Moving upward above 31.3 
GHz as suggested would be at the ex- 
pense of radio astronomy at 31.3-31.5 
GHz, space research at 31.5-31.8 GHz and 
radionavigation at 31.8-33.4 GHz. In the 
first instance, one of the purposes of the 
WARC is to improve the lot of radio as- 
tronomy and space research where prac- 
ticable, so it would be preferable to re- 
tain those existing allocations. In the 
case of radionavigation, present ‘invest- 
ment in the band exceeds $50 million 
and existing and programed equipments 
will exceed $80 million by 1972. These are 
the several reasons that limited our ini- 
tial proposals to the frequency range 
17.7-31.3 GHz. 

25. Comsat’s comments support the 
Commission’s proposal with respect to 
frequencies above 17.7 GHz except to the 
degree that bands are designated specif- 
ically for “up” or “down” transmissions 
in the communication-satellite service 
and similarly to the degree that such 
bands are designated for use by ‘“‘Gov- 
ernment” only or by “non-Government” 
only. These designations are considered 
variously by Comsat to be premature, 
unnecessarily limiting and/or inappro- 
priate. Although not explicit, it is as- 
sumed that Comsat’s comment in this 
regard is directed only to the communi- 
cation-satellite service bands proposed 
separately for Government and non- 
Government. 

26. Comsat makes the point that at the 
time of the 1963 Space EARC, space tech- 
nology development was such that atten- 
tion was focused on power limited satel- 
lites in medium altitude orbits. Because 
of the high costs involved in establish- 
ing such systems, it was assumed that 
the growth of the service would be slow. 
The early successful launching of a geo- 
stationary satellite made a radical 
change in the economic outlook and rapid 
growth ensued. This new outlook gives 
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rise to two factors bearing on the ques- 
tion of frequency allocation. First, be- 
cause satellites are expected to be used 
in domestic and regional systems as well 
as in the global system, the frequency 
bands allocated to the communication- 
satellite service will be called upon to 
bear an additional and unanticipated 
burden. The second factor is the relative 
value of the synchronous orbit. With lim- 
ited usable parking space, there may be 
competition for common segments of the 
orbit. Comsat states further that the need 
for additional bandwidth is alleviated, to 
some degree, by present plans to reuse 
frequency bands through multiple-beam 
satellites and to apply new modulation 
techniques for more efficient spectrum 
utilization. However, these measures will 
not solve the total problem because their 
potential benefits are limited by the 
problems of orbital spacing and the sub- 
stantially higher costs of the additional 
earth station equipment required for 
such use. In Comsat’s words, the power 
limited situation of 1963 has changed to 
a bandwidth limited situation in 1968. 

27. Comsat suggested that the band- 
width limited situation be relieved by the 
allocation of additional bands on a 
shared basis as well as by the allocation 
of exclusive bands. In their view, the 
Commission has proposed a reasonable 
provision for long-term needs above 17.7 
GHz but that there is a more immediate 
need to be met prior to the time that 
technical problems associated with the 
use of these higher frequencies can be 
resolved. Accordingly, they propose a 
thorough examination of the potential 
for sharing in bands below 17.7 GHz. 
Since sharing in the 4 and 6 GHz fixed 
bands has proven successful, it is sug- 
gested “* * * that all bands presently 
allocated to services which have the 
characteristics of the microwave terres- 
trial services (such as STL, TV relay, 
fixed, and operational control) could be 
reasonably allocated for sharing on 
much the same basis as the 4 and 6 GHz 
bands.” Commenting further on shar- 
ing possibilities, Comsat stated “* * * 
the development of highly directional 
antennas with sophisticated pointing 
techniques permits the illumination of 
highly specific areas of the earth. This 
will permit the sharing of a given fre- 
quency band with satellite antenna dis- 
crimination providing the necessary pro- 
tection. Highly directional antennas also 
allow for the isolation of one region from 
another, or the isolation within the same 
region of a specific land area or country. 
It would be desirable for frequency allo- 
cations to reflect this potential by mak- 
ing revisions on a regional basis, where 
appropriate. Moreover, this concept can 
be valuable in alleviating the possible 
problem of eventual competition for or- 
bit parking space.” 

28. The Commission has. expressed 
concern in the past about the potential 
interference problems between space 
systems and terrestrial systems, if there 
were to be a domestic communication- 
satellite system, because of scattering by 
precipitation or other effects in the com- 
mon volumes of antenna beam intersec- 


tions. Comsat is encouraged by studies 


they have made and are continuing to 
make on this subject. They hope to 
amass during the next year sufficient ex- 
perimental data to permit conclusive 
calculations with respect to the com- 
mon volume problem. At this point in 
time, Comsat stated that “* * * the 
overall element of risk seems sensibly 
small when compared to the potential 
gain * * *” to be achieved by more 
sharing. It shoud be noted, however, that 
the general absence of such interference 
to date is not conclusive, inasmuch as all 
existing earth stations have their an- 
tennas directed seaward. This would not 
be true of earth stations generally when 
operating in a domestic system. 

29. Comsat made the following pro- 
posals with respect to frequencies below 
17.7 GHz: 

(a) In addition to present allocations, 
provisions should be made for the devel- 
opment and operation in the band 
117.95-136 MHz, of services using space 
communication techniques, including 
radio determination techniques for the 
aeronautical services, without the limi- 
tations presently imposed; 

(b) An exclusive band should be re- 
served on a worldwide basis for UHF 
broadcasting-satellite service in the up- 
per part of the 470-890 MHz TV band, 
and the lower portion of the 890-942 
MHz band. Such an allocation could be 
made on a regional basis (e.g., Region 2) 
since the service would be maintained 
by the use of highly directional satellite 
antennas; 

(c) It is desirable that frequency allo- 
cations be made in the UHF for the pur- 
pose of providing a capability for small- 
user, demand access systems. Such a 
service is not presently provided for in 
any band because of technique limita- 
tions; however, satellites would permit 
such a service to be provided in remote 
areas (e.g., Alaska). The technical char- 
acteristics of the frequencies in the mid 
to upper portion of the band [UHF—300 
to 3000 MHz] are best suited for these 
services; system economics may also in- 
dicate that such services should be 
placed in this frequency range; 3 

(d) Consideration should be given to 
allocations in the UHF band for the 
collection of data via satellite relay from 
stations performing measurements in the 
earth’s environment. Because these new 
applications are still developing, alloca- 
tions should be made in such a manner 
as to permit the most flexible develop- 
ment of combinations of services if 
appropriate; 

(e) Allocation of the frequency band 
1540-1660 MHz should be revised to pro- 
vide for the development and operation 
of space communications and radio- 
navigation * techniques for maritime 
mobile as well as aeronautical mobile 
services. Two subbands, each of at least 
20 MHz, should be allocated exclusively 
for this purpose. Maximum separation 
between the subbands would be desirable; 

(f) The frequency band 1710-2290 
MHz should be allocated to the com- 
munication-satellite service for space- 
to-earth links on a worldwide shared 
basis for use in those areas where shar- 
ing would be feasible; and 
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(g) The frequency bands 6425-7250 
MHz, 10.7-11.7 GHz, 11.7-12.7 GHz and 
12.7-13.25 GHz should be allocated to the 
communication-satellite service on a 
worldwide shared basis for use in those 
areas where sharing would be feasible. 
30. Before discussing the several pro- 
posals before use, it appears important 
to give some thought to the time frame 
for which we are planning and conse- 
quently to the technology that might 
reasonably be expected to be available 
at that time. Typically, the Final Acts of 
an Administrative Radio Conference 
enter into force 14 to 16 months follow- 
ing the conclusion of the Conference. The 
Space WARC is tentatively scheduled to 
open in late 1970 or early 1971 and can 
be expected to run 5 to 7 weeks. If we 
assume it will be held in October-Novem- 
ber 1970, the date of entry into force 
might well be April 1, 1972. If it is delayed 
until February-March 1971, the date of 
entry into force might be August 1, 1972. 
In any event, we are clearly planning 
for a period which cannot begin earlier 
than mid-1972. With this factor in mind, 
we are not persuaded that the United 
States should propose any change with 
respect to the use of space techniques in 
the frequency band 117.95-136 MHz. To 
do so would, in our view, delay develop- 
ment and implementation of systems in 
more appropriate bands—such as 1540- 
1660 MHz, for example. This delay would 
be appreciably longer than the lag in 
technology between the two bands. With 
modern, high speed aircraft, antenna ac- 
commodation is frequently one of the 
factors influencing structural design of 
the aircraft itself. As a result, changes 
cannot be made readily to accommodate 
antennas designed to work with systems 
in other frequency bands and it may 
become the life expectancy of multi- 
million dollar aircraft, rather than the 
state-of-the-art in communication tech- 
nology, that dictates when one system is 
abandoned in favor of another. The fre- 
quency band 117.95-136 MHz has been 
used experimentally for the use of space 
techniques but it is already relatively 
congested with terrestrial systems inso- 
far as equipment in use is concerned and 
offers little promise insofar as expanded 
operational systems are concerned. 
The band 1540-1660 MHz, on the 
other hand, is relatively unused from 
an operational standpoint and does offer 
promise of accommodating both aero- 
nautical and maritime requirements to 
use space techniques—particularly when 
considered in terms of a mid-1972 time 
frame. Consequently, we propose to rec- 
ommend no change in the existing pro- 
visions for aeronautical services in the 
band 117.95-136 MHz or for the maritime 
mobile service in the band 156-162 MHz. 
31. With respect to (b) in paragraph 
29 above, the Commission, of course, is 
interested in the potential contribution 
that can be made nationally or interna- 
tionally by a broadcasting-satellite serv- 
ice. However, we believe it would be pre- 
mature to propose reservation of an ex- 
clusive band on a worldwide basis for 


such service within the band 470-942 





NOTICES 


MHz, since at the present time satellite 
technology and economics are not yet 
sufficiently determined or agreed upon to 
enable a clear view of the best uses of 
such a service. Studies by the CCIR* 
have concluded that general frequency 
sharing by terrestrial television and tele- 
vision broadcasting from space is not 
feasible and, if we were to have both, they 
would need separate allocations. It should 
be noted also that the Commission has 
outstanding, in its Docket No. 18262, a 
combination notice of inquiry and notice 
of proposed rule making designed to re- 
allocate a major portion of the frequency 
band 806-947 MHz in favor of the land 
mobile service. Therefore, while we do not 
favor an exclusive allocation at this time 
for space broadcasting, we are equally 
reluctant to close the door on the possi- 
bility of such a service in the future. 
Accordingly, we will propose its accom- 
modation in the frequency band 470-806 
MHz by means of a footnote to the table 
of frequency allocations so that such 
broadcasting may take place, subject to 
the condition that there be agreement 
among administrations concerned and 
those having services operating in ac- 
cordance with the table, which may be 
affected. 

32. Proposal (c) in paragraph 29 cites 
Alaska as a remote area, but from the 
standpoint of available internal com- 
munications there are many areas of 
the world, more heavily populated than 
Alaska, which must be considered equally 
remote. In the absence of a more defini- 
tive proposal, in terms of total bandwidth 
required, areas expected to be served, 
placement in the spectrum, etc., the 
Commission makes no recommendation 
herein with respect to proposal (c) by 
Comsat. In passing, however, we would 
note that there would appear to be little 
difference between serving a number of 
widely scattered small-users on a 
demand-access basis in Alaska, for 
example, and widely scattered aircraft 
or ships in the Atlantic basin. Tech- 
nology suitable to those mobile services 
may prove equally suitable for remote 
area use. 

33. Comsat’s proposal (d) is couched 
in general terms but nonetheless has 
been taken into consideration in treating 
the requirements of various Government 
agencies having a more direct interest in 
environmental measurements. Proposals 
with respect thereto are reflected in our 
summary of proposals later in this 
document. ~ 

34. As stated in paragraph 30, Com- 
sat’s proposal (e) is generally consistent 
with our planning and consideration is 
being given to suballocating the frequen- 
cy band 1540-1660 MHz in the manner 
set forth in the attachment hereto. 

35. Comsat’s proposals (f) and (g), 
in effect, ask for a blank check in favor 
of the communication-satellite service 
and are generally unacceptable. The 


proposals disregard the present division 





1See “Conclusions of the Interim Meeting 
of Study Group XI (Television) ,” Palma de 
Mallorca, April 29—May 10, 1968. 
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of spectrum space between Government 
and non-Government-~services and, in 
some cases, fail to take account of the 
divergent uses to which some of the 
bands are being put. The Government 
band 1710-1850 MHz is presently used 
for transportable fixed stations, tropo- 
spheric scatter systems and conventional 
fixed microwave stations. Collectively, 
these systems would be generaly incom- 
patible with the communication-sat- 
ellite service and, therefore, the United 
States will not propose such sharing in 
Region 2. Further, if the United States 
finds a particular allocation unaccept- 
able in Region 2, it would be inappro- 
priate to propose to the WARC that such 
an allocation would meet the needs of 
administrations in Regions 1 and 3. The 
frequency band 2200-2290 MHz is also 
allocated to the Government and is used 
predominantly for mobile systems. 
Again, sharing with the communication- 
satellite service is not considered feasible 
and the suggestion is rejected. The fre- 
quency band 17125-7250 MHz is also a 
Government band and the OTM is un- 
derstood to have no intention of chang- 
ing its status. Since there is no plan to 
make that band available to Government 
communication-satellite systems, the 
Comsat proposal is rejected with respect 
to this band also. 

Turning now to the non-Government 
bands, it should be noted that the fre- 
quency band 6425-6575 MHz is allocated 
exclusively for mobile operations, which 
do not lend themselves to sharing 
with the communication-satellite service. 
The remaining bands proposed by Com- 
sat are 1850-2200 MHz, 6575-7125 MHz 
and 10.7-13.25 GHz, or virtually all fixed 
service bands available to non-Govern- 
ment users between 1.85 and 17.7 GHz 
for a total of 3.45 GHz. This is 3.45 times 
as much spectrum space as the non-Gov- 
ernment communication-satellite serv- 
ice now has access to (3700-4200 MHz 
and 5925-6425 MHz) on a shared basis 
and would be in addition to the 7 GHz 
of spectrum space above 17.7 GHz which 
has been proposed exclusively for the 
communication-satellite service. In our 
opinion, this cannot be justified. Again, 
we must realize we are planning for a 
period beginning in mid-1972 and, by 
the estimates contained in the comments 
of AT&T, the present spectrum space 
available to the communication-satellite 
service will not be exhausted until the 
middle to late 1970’s—even with a do- 
mestic satellite system. If this estimate 
is reasonably accurate, there should be 
ample time to evaluate the feasibility of 
a viable system above 17.7 GHz. The in- 
centive to develop a system above 17.7 
GHz will be lessened with every addi- 
tional provision for sharing in lower 
bands. While this would work to the ad-° 
vantage of the communication-satellite 
service, it would be at the expense of 
growing terrestrial services. Looking at 
the band 1850-1990 MHz, allocated for 
use by international control and opera- 
tional fixed stations, our records indi- 
cate more than 2,000 assignments to a 


multiplicity of licensees. These licensees, 
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unlike common carrier licensees, can be 
expected to have little more than an 
academic interest in the communica- 
tion-satellite service and should not be 
required to accept the inhibiting effects 
of sharing with that service. The band 
1990-2110 MHz has considerably fewer 
licensees than the lower band but in 
many instances they are mobile TV pick- 
up stations—which do not lend them- 
selves to sharing with the communica- 
tion-satellite service. The band 2110—- 
2200 MHz is divided into four segments 
of 20 MHz each and one of 10 MHz, with 
2110-2130 and 2160-2180 MHz being al- 
located to common carrier fixed, 2130- 
2150 and 2180-2200 MHz being allocated 
to private microwave and 2150-2160 MHz 
which is devoted to the development 
of omnidirectional fixed stations. Each 
of these small bands is lightly used cur- 
rently and may present the possibility 
of being used in remote areas for space 
applications. However, because the re- 
quirement is not yet well defined, we 
are making no specific proposal in this 
regard at this time. 

36. Turning again to the frequency 
bands above 17.7 GHz, Comsat has sug- 
gested that we not designate the di- 
rection of transmission in the bands 
allocated to the communication-satel- 
lite service, and AT&T has suggested 
that a 50-50 split of up and down bands 
may not be best. We are persuaded by 
these arguments that it may be prema- 
ture to so designate the bands and we 
shall leave the issue open in: our pro- 
posals. With respect to the recommenda- 
tion of radio astronomy now allocated 
19.3-19.4 GHz we now propose to shift it 
to 23.5-23.6 GHz rather than 22.0-22.1 
GHz, to provide more flexibility in our 
proposals. This will shift the band from 
the upward slope of the water-vapor 
absorption curve to the higher but 
downward slope of that same curve with 
relatively little difference in attenuation. 

37. Attached hereto” are tentative 
proposals of the Government and non- 
Government developed thus far as they 
would affect the international table of 
frequency allocations below 40 GHz. If 
adopted ultimately in this form or some 
revision thereof, the specific division of 
spectrum space between Government 
and non-Government users would be 
determined nationally following the 
WARC. The public is again reminded 
that this is not a rule-making proceed- 
ing but one intended to elicit public 
comment in the development of USS. 
proposals to the forthcoming Space 
WARC. It is expected that additional 
notices will be-issued in this proceeding 
as the conference preparatory work 
progresses. 

38. This action is taken pursuant to 
Section 403 of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended. Interested parties 
responding to this inquiry shall furnish 
comments on or before December 18, 
1968. An original and 14 copies of 


each response must be filed as required 


* Filed as part of the original document. 


NOTICES 


by § 1.419 of the Commission’s rules and 
regulations. 


Adopted: November 14, 1968. 
Released: November 26, 1968. 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
ComMIssIon,® 
BEN F. WAPLE, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-14308; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:50 a.m.] 


CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 


BOILERMAKER, SAN FRANCISCO BAY 
AREA 
Manpower Shortage 

Under the provisions of 5 U.S.C. 5723, 
the Civil Service Commission found a 
manpower shortage on November 4, 1968, 
for positions of Boilermaker (journey- 
man) W-3808-11 and _ Boilermaker 
(limited) W-3808-7, San Francisco Bay 
Area (San Francisco and radius of 35 
miles), California. 

Assuming other legal requirements are 
met, appointees to these positions may 
be paid for the expense of travel and 
transportation to first post of duty. 
UNITED STATES CIVIL SERV- 

ICE COMMISSION, 

JAMES C. Spry, 
Executive Assistant to 
the Commissioners. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-14289; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


[SEAL] 


[SEAL] 


CARDIOPULMONARY FUNCTION 
TECHNICIAN, VA HOSPITAL, KAN- 
SAS CITY, MO. 


Manpower Shortage 


Under the provisions of 5 U.S.C. 5723, 
the Civil Service Commission found a 
manpower shortage on October 31, 1968, 
for the single position of Cardiopulmo- 
nary Function Technician, GS—699-9, 
Veterans Administration Hospital, Kan- 
sas City, Mo. This finding is self-cancel- 
ing when it has been used by the agency. 

Assuming other legal requirements are 
met, the appointee to this position may 
be paid for the expense of travel and 
transportation to first post of duty. 
UNITED STATES Civit SERV- 

ICE COMMISSION, 

JAMES C. Spry, 

Executive Assistant to 

the Commissioners. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-14290; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


[SEAL] 


*Commissioner Johnson dissenting and 
issuing a statement to be released at a later 
date. Commissioners Bartley and Robert E. 
Lee absent. Commissioner H. Rex Lee not 
participating. 


ADPE SERVICE CENTER SUPERVISOR, 
U.S. ARMY MATERIAL COMMAND, 
ST. LOUIS, MO. 


Manpower Shortage 


Under the provisions of 5 U.S.C. 5723, 
the Civil Service Commission found a 
manpower shortage on November 8, 1968, 
for the single position of ADPE Service 
Center Supervisor, GS—301-12 U.S. Army 
Material Command, St. Louis, Mo. This 
finding is self-canceling when it has 
been used by the agency. 

Assuming other legal requirements 
are met, the appointee to this position 
may be paid for the expense of travel 
and transportation to first post of duty. 


UniItTED STATES CriviL SERV- 
ICE COMMISSION, 
JAMES C. Spry, 
Executive Assistant to 
the Commissioners. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-14291; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


[SEAL] 


RESEARCH SOCIOLOGIST, DISTRICT 
OF COLUMBIA GOVERNMENT 


Manpower Shortage 


Under the provisions of 5 U.S.C. 5723, 
the Civil Service Commission found a 
manpower shortage on October 31, 1968, 
for the single position of Research So- 
ciologist, GS-184-14, Department of 
Corrections, Government of the District 
of Columbia. This finding is self-can- 
celing after the agency has used the 
authority. 

Assuming other legal requirements 
are met, the appointee to this position 
may be paid for the expense of travel 
and transportation to first post of duty. 


UNITED STATES Civi SERV- 
IcE COMMISSION, 
JAMES C. Spry, 
Exetutive Assistant to 
the Commissioners. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-14292; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK BOARD 


[No. 22,310] 


DIRECTORS, OFFICE OF FEDERAL 
HOME LOAN BANK OPERATIONS 
AND OFFICE OF INTERNATIONAL 
HOME FINANCE 


Delegation of Authority 


NOVEMBER 21, 1968. 

Resolved that the Federal Home Loan 
Bank Board, upon the basis of considera- 
tion by it of the advisability of stating 
and publishing a final delegation of au- 
thority with respect to § 524.2-1 (12 CFR 
524.2-1) of the Regulations for the Fed- 
eral Home Loan Bank System and to 
limit the aggregate amount of loans or 
interests therein (including commit- 
ments or agreements with respect to such 


[SEAL] 
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loans or interests) that may be approved 
pursuant to said delegation of authority, 
does hereby adopt the following: 

1. The authority of the Federal Home 
Loan Bank Board to approve the original 
acquisition of loans or interests therein 
(including commitments or agreements 
with respect to any such acquisition) un- 
der § 524.2-1 of the Regulations for the 
Federal Home Loan Bank System is 
hereby delegated to and shall be exercised 
jointly by the Director, Office of Federal 
Home Loan Bank Operations, and the 
Director, Office of International Home 
Finance. 

2. Approval shall not be given pur- 
suant to paragraph 1 of this Resolution 
if the aggregate of such loans or interests 
therein acquired by Banks and any 
commitment or agreement by Banks to 
acquire such loans or interests exceeds 
$20 million at any time. The amount of 
any such loan or interests therein dis- 
posed of (including commitments or 
agreements for the disposition of such 
loan or interests) pursuant to the au- 
thority contained in said § 524.2-1 shall 
be excluded in computing such aggregate. 

Resolved further that the Secretary 
to the Board is directed to transmit the 
foregoing to the Office of the Federal 
Register for publication. 


By the Federal Home Loan Bank 
Board. 


[SEAL] GRENVILLE L. MILLARD, Jr., 
Assistant Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-14314; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:51 a.m.] 


FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 


AMERICAN EXPORT ISBRANDTSEN 
LINES, INC., ET AL. 


Notice of Agreement Filed for 
Approval 


Notice is hereby given that the follow- 
ing agreement has been filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as 
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46 
U.S.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect and ob- 
tain a copy of the agreement at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari- 
time Commission, 1405 I Street NW., 
Room 1202; or may inspect agreements 
at the office of the District Managers, 
New York, N.Y., New Orleans, La., and 
San Francisco, Calif. Comments with 
reference to an agreement including a 
request for hearing, if desired, may be 
submitted to the Secretary, Federal 
Maritime Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20573, within 10 days after publication of 
this notice in the FrepERAL REGIsTErR. A 
copy of any such statement should also 
be forwarded to the party filing the 
agreement (as indicated hereinafter) 
and the comments should indicate that 
this has been done. 

American Export Isbrandtsen Lines, 
Inc., American Mail Line, American 
President Lines, Farrell Lines, Inc., Grace 
Line, Inc., Moore-McCormack Lines, Inc., 





NOTICES 


States Marine Lines, Inc., and United 
States Lines, Inc. 

Notice of agreement refiled for ap- 
proval by: 


Mr. James N. Jacobi, Kurrus and Jacobi, 
- 2000 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20006. 


Notice of the filing of Agreement No. 
9735 between American Export Isbrandt- 
sen Lines, Inc., American Mail Line, 
Farrell Lines, Inc., Grace Line, Inc., 
Moore-McCormack Lines, Inc., States 
Marine-Isthmian Agency, Inc., and 
United States Lines, Inc., establishing a 
cooperative working arrangement be- 
tween the parties to consult and consider 
among themselves all aspects of contain- 
erized transportation in the foreign 
ocean borne commerce of the United 
States including the inland movement of 
containers in the United States and 
abroad was published in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER on August 7, 1968, in volume 
33-153 at page 11189. 

The subject agreement has been re- 
vised to (1) reflect the change in partici- 
pation of States Marine Lines, Inc., in 
lieu of States Marine-Isthmian Agency, 
Inc., and the addition of American Presi- 
dent Lines as a member, (2) clarify that 
the parties common interests also in- 
clude (a) loaded and empty containers, 
(b) the pooling of container equipment, 
(c) deconsolidation of cargo in the in- 
terior, (d) insurance and liability for 
containers and related equipment, and 
(e) the form of joint through intermodal 
rates, (3) delete the reference to division 
of rates, (4) delete the reference to con- 
tracts and agreements between common 
carriers, (5) clarify that the parties 
agree to discuss the matters outlined 
therein to try to arrive at a common po- 
sition, (6) retain the right of independ- 
ent action, however, it is no longer re- 
lated to any member’s position under the 
agreement’s voting provision, (7) provide 
that the agreement shall have no appli- 
cation to the U.S. Department of Defense 
traffic nor to physical standards for con- 
tainers and/or related equipment, and 
(8) provide for expiration of the agree- 
ment 1 year from the date it becomes 
effective. 


Dated: November 22, 1968. 
By order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 
Tuomas L1is!, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-14249; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 





AUSTRALIA/U.S. ATLANTIC & 
GULF CONFERENCE 


Notice of Agreement Filed for 
Approval 


Notice is hereby given that the follow- 
ing agreement has been filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as 
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46 
US.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect and ob- 
tain a copy of the agreement at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari- 
time Commission, 1405 I Street NW., 
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Room 1202; or may inspect agreements 
at the office of the District Managers, 
New York, N.Y., New Orleans, La., and 
San Francisco, Calif. Comments with 
reference to an agreement including a 
request for hearing, if desired, may be 
submitted to the Secretary, Federal Mar- 
itime Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20573, within 20 days after publication 
of this notice in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 
A copy of any such statement should 
also be forwarded to the party filing the 
agreement (as indicated hereinafter) 
and the comments should indicate that 
this has been done. 

Notice of agreement filed for approval 
by: 
Mr. E. F. Reardon, Australia/U.S. Atlantic 


and Gulf Conference, 17 Battery Place, New 
York, N.Y. 10004. 


Agreement No. 9450-3, between mem- 
ber lines of the Australia/U.S. Atlantic 
and Gulf Conference, amends Article 
6(a) of the basic agreement (9450, as 
amended) to provide that the present 
conference admission fee of $5,000 (five 
thousand dollars) is to be paid in “Aus- 
tralian Currency.” 


Dated: November 22, 1968. 
By order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 
Tuomas LIsI, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-14250; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 





RED SEA AND GULF OF ADEN/U.S. 
ATLANTIC AND GULF RATE AGREE- 
MENT 


Notice of Petition Filed for Approval 


Notice is hereby given that the fol- 
lowing petition has been filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to 
section 14b of the Shipping Act, 1916, as 
amended (75 Stat. 762, 46 U.S.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect a copy 
of the current contract form and of the 
petition, reflecting the changes proposed 
to be made in the language of said con- 
tract, at the Washington office of the 
Federal Maritime Commission, 1405 I 
Street NW., Room 1202; or at the offices 
of the District Managers, New York, 
N.Y., New Orleans, La., and San Fran- 
cisco, Calif. Comments with reference to 
the proposed changes and the petition, 
including a request for hearing, if 
desired, may be submitted to the 
Secretary, Federal Maritime Commis- 
sion, Washington, D.C. 20573, within 
20 days after publication of this no- 
tice in the FepERAL REGISTER. A copy of 
any such statement should also be for- 
warded to the party filing the petition 
(as indicated hereinafter) , and the com- 
ments should indicate that this has been 
done. 

Notice of application to modify an 
approved dual rate contract filed by: 
Mr. William L. Hamm, Secretary, Red Sea 

and Gulf of Aden/U.S. Atlantic and Gulf 


Rate Agreement, 25 Broadway, New York, 
N.Y. 10004. 


There has been filed on behalf of the 
member lines of the Red Sea and Gulf 
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of Aden/US. Atlantic and Gulf Rates 
Agreement (No. 8558-3, as amended) an 
application to modify its approved mer- 
chant’s contract. 

The proposed contract modification 
adds the phrase “currency devaluation 
by governmental action” to those condi- 
tions beyond the control of the carriers 
in the trade as outlined in Article 15(a) 
of the contract pursuant to which a 
carrier and/or carriers of the agreement 
may suspend the effectiveness of the con- 
tract with respect to any operations 
affected with notice thereof to Mer- 
chant signatories. Under existing Article 
15(b), currency devaluation will be one 
of the conditions beyond the control of 
the carriers under which they may in- 
crease rates on not less than 15 days’ 
written notice to the contractors who 
retain the right to notify the carriers in 
writing of their intent to suspend the 
contract insofar as such increase is 
concerned. 


Dated: November 22, 1968. 


By order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 


Tuomas LIsI, 





Secretary, 
[F.R. Doc. 68-14251; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 
[No. 1153] 


TRUCK AND LIGHTER LOADING AND 
UNLOADING PRACTICES AT NEW 
YORK HARBOR 


Enlargement of Time 


At the request of Hearing Counsel, to 
which counsel for other parties do not 
object, and good cause appearing, time 
within which replies to comments in this 
proceeding may be filed is enlarged to 
and including December 2, 1968. 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] Tuomas LISI, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-14252; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 


8:45 a.m.] 





[Docket No. 65-46] 


TRUCK LOADING AND UNLOADING 
RATES AT NEW YORK HARBOR 


Second Supplemental Order 


The Commission, by order served 
December 14, 1965, instituted an investi- 
gation, upon its own motion, into the 
level of truck loading and unloading 
rates at New York Harbor. 

By Supplement No. 6 to New York 
Terminal Conference Truck Loading 
and Unloading Tariff No. 7, that Con- 
ference has increased all rates and 
charges therein by 23 percent, effective 
December 1, 1968. The Terminal Con- 
ference has stated that the reason for 
the increase is that the current negotia- 
tion with the International Longshore- 
men’s Association will probably result in 
a contract which will be retroactive to 
October 1, 1968. 






NOTICES 


Several informal protests have been 
received against this increase, alleging, 
inter alia, that the increased rates are 
unreasonably high, that they would have 
a detrimental effect on the commerce of 
the port, and that since the longshore 
negotiations are still proceeding, there 
is no way of knowing whether the rate 
increase will be proportionate to the ulti- 
mate settlement. 

The current rates of the Conference 
are presently under investigation in 
Docket No. 65-46, and the question is 
raised whether the recent increases con- 
travene the provisions of sections 15, 16 
First, and 17 of the Shipping Act, 1916 
in the manner stated in the Commis- 
sion’s original Order of Investigation in 
this proceeding. 

Now, therefore, it is ordered, That the 
Commission, upon its own motion, ex- 
pand the investigation in Docket No. 
65-46 to include Supplement No. 6 to 
New York Terminal Conference Truck 
Loading and Unloading Tariff No. 7, 
FMC-T No. 8, to determine whether the 
rates contained in that tariff are unlaw- 
ful within the meaning of sections 15, 16 
First, and 17, Shipping Act, 1916, as here- 
tofore stated in the Commission’s orig- 
inal Order of Investigation served De- 
cember 14, 1965: 

It is further ordered, That in the event 
the matter hereby placed under investi- 
gation is changed, amended, or reissued 
before the investigation has been con- 
cluded, such changed, amended, or re- 
issued matter will be included in this 
investigation; 

It is further ordered, That notice of 
this order be published in the FrpEra. 
REGISTER and copy of such order be served 
upon all parties in this proceeding; 

It is further ordered, That persons 
other than those already party to this 
proceeding who wish to participate 
therein shall file a petition to intervene 
with the Secretary, Federal Maritime 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20573, on 
or before December 5, 1968, with copy to 
respondents; and 

It is further ordered, That all future 
notices issued by or on behalf of the Com- 
mission in this proceeding, including no- 
tice of time and place of hearing, shall 
be mailed directly to all parties of record. 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] THomas LIsI, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-14253; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 


8:45 a.m.] 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 


[Docket No. RI69-—226] 
SUNRAY DX OIL CO. 


Order Providing for Hearing on and 
Suspension of Proposed Change in 
Rate, and Allowing Rate Change 
To Become Effective Subject to 
Refund 

NOVEMBER 20, 1968. 
Respondent named herein has filed a 
proposed change in rate and charge of a 
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currently effective rate schedule for the 
sale of natural gas under Commission 
jurisdiction, as set forth in Appendix A 
hereof. 

The proposed changed rate and charge 
may be unjust, unreasonable, unduly dis- 
criminatory, or preferential, or otherwise 
unlawful. — 

The Commission finds: It is in the pub- 
lic interest and consistent with the Nat- 
ural Gas Act that the Commission enter 
upon a hearing regarding the lawfulness 
of the proposed change, and that the sup- 
plement herein be suspended and its use 
be deferred as ordered below. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Under the Natural Gas Act, par- 
ticularly sections 4 and 15, the regula- 
tions pertaining thereto (18 CFR Ch. 1, 
and the Commission’s rules of practice 
and procedure, a public hearing shall be 
held concerning the lawfulness of the 
proposed change. 

(B) Pending. hearing and decision 
thereon, the rate supplement herein is 
suspended and its use deferred until date 
shown in the “Date Suspended Until” 
column, and thereafter until made effec- 
tive as prescribed by the Natural Gas 
Act: Provided, however, That the sup- 
plement to the rate schedule filed by Re- 
spondent shall become effective subject 
to refund on the date and in the manner 
herein prescribed if within 20 days from 
the date of the issuance of this order 
Respondent shall execute and file under 
its above-designated docket number with 
the Secretary of the Commission its 
agreement and undertaking to comply 
with the refunding and reporting proce- 
dure required by the Natura] Gas Act 
and § 154.102 of the regulations there- 
under, accompanied by a certificate 
showing service of a copy thereof upon 
the purchaser under the rate schedule in- 
volved. Unless Respondent is advised to 
the contrary within 15 days after the 
filing of its agreement and undertaking, 
such agreement and undertaking shall 
be deemed to have been accepted. 

(C) Until otherwise ordered by the 
Commission, neither the suspended sup- 
plement, nor the rate schedule sought to 
be altered, shall be changed until dispo- 
sition of this proceeding or expiration of 
the suspension period. 

(D) Notices of intervention or peti- 
tions to intervene may be filed with the 
Federal Power Commission, Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20426, in accordance with the 
rules of practice and procedure (18 CFR 
1.8 and 1.37(f)) on or before January 8, 
1969. 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] GORDON M. GRANT, 
Secretary. 
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The contract related to the rate filing of 
Sunray DX Oil Co. (Sunray) was executed 
subsequent to September 28, 1960, the date 
of issuance of the Commission’s statement of 
general policy No. 61-1, as amended, and the 
proposed increased rate of 13.5 cents per Mcf 
exceeds the area increased rate ceiling of 
11 cents per Mcf for the Kansas Area but does 
not exceed the initial service ceiling of 16 
cents per Mcf established for the area in- 
volved. We believe, in this situation, Sunray’s 
proposed rate filing should be suspended for 
one day from December 1, 1968, the proposed 
effective date. 

[F.R. Doc. 68-14268; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 


[Release No. 16211] 


FIRST MORTGAGE BONDS ISSUED 
AND SOLD UNDER PUBLIC UTILITY 
HOLDING COMPANY ACT OF 1935 


Request for Comments Regarding 
Relaxation of Policy Respecting 
Redemption Provisions 


Introduction. During the past 12 
months, in which very high bond interest 
rates have prevailed, the Commission has 
received a number of comments concern- 
ing its policy which requires that first 
mortgage bonds, issued and sold pursuant 
to the terms of the Public Utility Holding 
Company Act of 1935 (“Act”), be re- 
deemable at the option of the issuer “at 
any time upon reasonable notice and 
with reasonable redemption premiums, 
if any.”* Some interested persons have 
propounded the view that this policy 
should either be rescinded entirely or 
substantially relaxed so as to permit, if 
desired by the issuer, a 5-year call pro- 
tection provision. Others appear to be of 
the view that the redemption policy 
should not be modified, at least at this 
time. The Commission has been weigh- 
ing the considerations involved and 
would appreciate receiving the comments 
of interested persons. 

Background of present redemption pol- 
icy. The redemption policy was adopted 
to implement the provisions of sections 
6(b) and 7 of the Act. Section 6(b) em- 


1 Statement of policy regarding first mort- 
gage bonds subject to the Public Utility Hold- 
ing Company Act of 1935, Holding Company 
Act Release No. 13105 (Feb. 16, 1956). This 
policy will hereafter be designated as the 
“redemption policy.” 


6 Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Co., 


1 Contract dated after Sept. 28, 1960, the date of issuance of general policy statement 
No. 61-1, and the proposed rate does not exceed the area initial rate ceiling of 16 cents 


yer Mef. 
' 2 The stated effective date is the effective date requested by Respondent. 
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APPENDIX A 
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increase 





$30 10-21-68 
Inc. (Various Fields, Hamilton 
County, Kans.). 


4 Periodic rate increase. 


powers the Commission, in exempting 
from the provisions of section 7, the issue 
and sale of a security by a subsidiary 
company of a registered holding com- 
pany, to impose such terms and condi- 
tions as it deems appropriate in the 
public interest or for the protection of 
investors and consumers. Section 7(f), 
when read in conjunction with section 
7(d) (6), empowers the Commission, in 
permitting a declaration to become effec- 
tive regarding the issue and sale of a 
security by a registered holding company 
or subsidiary company thereof, to impose 
such terms and conditions as the Com- 
mission finds necessary to assure that the 
provisions of the security are not detri- 
mental to the public interest or the in- 
terest of investors or consumers. The 
policies governing interpretation of such 
provisions are contained in section 1 of 
om Act. Subsection (b) thereof states 
that: 


* * * it is hereby declared that the na- 
tional public interest, the interest of in- 
vestors in the securities of holding com- 
panies and their subsidiary companies and 
affiliates, and the interest of consumers of 
electric energy and natural and manu- 
factured gas, are or may be adversely af- 
fected * * * (5) when * * * there is * * * 
lack of economics in the raising of capital. 


Section 1(c) states that “* * * it is 
hereby declared to be the policy of the 
(the Act), in accordance with which 
policy all the provisions of (the Act) 
shall be interpreted to meet the prob- 
lems and eliminate the evils as enumer- 
ated in this section * * *.” 


Because of the prevalence of relatively 
low interest and preferred dividend 
rates from 1935, when the Act was en- 
acted, to the early 1950’s it was not until 
1953 that the Commission had occasion 
to consider any policy relating to the in- 
clusion of nonrefunding provisions in 
senior securities issued by companies 
subject to the Act. On September 14, 
1953, the Commission authorized the is- 
suance and sale by Arkansas Louisiana 
Gas Co. of $35 million of first mortgage 
bonds with a 10-year nonrefunding 
feature, because of the presence of un- 
usual circumstances limiting the sale of 
the issue. However, in its findings and 


opinion, the Commission stated that: 


The provisions of the indenture restrict- 
ing redemption of the Bonds over the first 
10 years of their life, do, however, occasion 
us concern. The policy of the Act as set 
forth in section 1 thereof proscribes “lack of 
economies in the raising of capital” as one 
of the evils against which the Act is di- 
rected. Without attempting to predict the 
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Cents per Mcf Rate in 
Effective Date —_————————— ____ effect 
date suspended Proposed subject to 
unless until— Ratein increased refund in 
suspended effect rate dockets 






Nos. 







212- 1-68 





312- 2-48 





$12.5 45613.5 


5 Pressure base is 14.65 p.s.i.a. 
6 Subject to a downward B.t. u. adjustment. 


future state of the money market, we feel 
strongly that the proposed provisivn for 
noncallability of the Bonds over the next 
10 years introduces a potential “lack of 
economies in the raising of capital.” ? 


Seven days later, this policy was re- 
iterated in stronger terms when the 
Commission passed upon the proposed 
issuance and private sale by Indiana & 
Michigan Electric Co. of 60,000 shares 
of its preferred stock ($100 par value) 
with a 3-year noncallable provision. 
While this issue was authorized for the 
reasons, among others, that negotiations 
for its placement had been consummated 
prior to announcement of the Commis- 
sion’s policy in Arkansas Louisiana Gas 
Co., supra, and the market for such 
securities was very limited, the Commis- 
sion declared: 


It is our opinion, however, that non-re- 
deemable features in senior securities, even 
though the period of nonredeemability is as 
short as 3 years, should not be resorted to 
as a means of reducing the cost of money, 
and we shall in the future insist that all 
reasonable efforts be made to keep this un- 
desirable feature out of financing programs.’ 


On May 24, 1954, the Commission took 
steps to codify the redemption policies 
enunciated in the Arkansas Louisiana 
Gas Co. and Indiana & Michigan Elec- 
tric Co. cases when it published for com- 
ment its proposed statements of policy 
regarding first mortgage bonds and pre- 
ferred stock subject to the Public Utility 
Holding Company Act of 1935.‘ The re- 
demption provisions contained in these 
proposals, which were essentially identi- 
cal with those now in effect, elicited 
comparatively little response. Twenty- 
two interested persons commented on 
the proposed statements of policy, of 
which 12 of this number addressed them- 
selves to the redemption provisions. 

Two of the 12 commentators con- 
curred in the proposed redemption poli- 
cies and recommended deviations only 
in unusual cases. Another had no objec- 
tion to the proposed policies in the cases 
of high-grade securities, but recom- 
mended that deviations be permitted in 
instances of lower quality issues which 
would not be salable without call pro- 
tection. Five urged that the proposed 
redemption policies permit call restric- 
tions for limited periods in times of tight 
money markets, and the remaining four 


2 Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co., 35 S.E.C. 
313, 317. 

*Indiana & Michigan Electric Co., 
S.E.C.; 321, 326 (Sept. 21, 1953). 

*Holding Company Act Release Nos. 12507, 
12508. 


35 
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of the 12 recommended that the pro- 
posed requirement not rule out possible 
redemptions at par, but raised no other 
questions. The words “if any” were 
added in response to the latter sugges- 
tion, and this was the only change made 
in-the redemption policy provisions. Fol- 
lowing certain amendments to reflect the 
comments received, the Commission 
adopted the statements of policy on Feb- 
ruary 16, 1956. Such statements have 
remained in effect without change since 
that time, and they provide, among 
other things, that bonds and preferred 
stocks issued subject to the Act shall be 
redeemable at the option of the issuer 
“at any time upon reasonable notice and 
with reasonable redemption premiums, 
if any.”* Thus far, no one has ques- 
tioned the effectiveness of the policy re- 
specting redemption provisions of pre- 
ferred stocks. 

The statements of policy do not define 
the term “reasonable redemption pre- 
miums,” but it has been construed by 
the Commission to mean an initial call 
price not exceeding the sum of the pub- 
lic offering price and the coupon rate 
in the case of first mortgage bonds. This 
redemption policy has not been admin- 
istered inflexibly. In fact, the preamble 
of the statement of policy regarding first 
mortgage bonds provides that deviations 
should be permitted in .appropriate 
cases. In instances where rigid applica- 
tion of the redemption policy would have 
imposed unréasonable burdens, devia- 
tions have been permitted. In four cases, 
decided since the proposed statements 
of policy were published for comment, 
because of the presence of-.unusual cir- 
cumstances, including difficult problems 
affecting salability of the proposed se- 
curities, deviations have been permitted.® 

Views of those desiring relaxation of 
present redemption policy. Persons de- 
siring a relaxation of the present re- 
demption policy have recommended that 
the Commission modify such policy so as 
to permit issuers, in their discretion, to 
determine whether to include a 5-year 
nonrefunding provision in new offerings.’ 

These persons have emphasized that 
money market conditions today are 
vastly different from those prevailing in 
1956 when the Commission’s statement 
of policy was adopted, and that the 
demands of the public utilities for new 
capital have increased to such a great 
extent that interest rates on long-term 
debt securities have nearly doubled 
since 1956. 

It is also stated that nearly all public 
utility companies, other than those which 
are subject to the Act, include 5-year 


5See statement of policy regarding first 
mortgage bonds, note 1, supra. 

® American Natural Gas Co., 36 S.E.C. 387, 
397-404 (1955); Yankee Atomic Electric Co. 
et al., 39 S.E.C. 216, 224 (1959); Valley Gas 
Co. et al., 40 S.E.C. 790, 793-794 (1961); and 
Pennzoil United, Inc., Holding Company Act 
Release No. 16089 (June 11, 1968). 

7 One limited its recommendation to speci- 
fied periods of time when interest rates are 
not expected to decline sufficiently to give 
a nonrefunding feature any apparent value. 


NOTICES 


nonrefunding provisions in their long- 
term debt securities, that major inves- 
tors have insisted on call protection dur- 
ing the past several years with the result 
that the market for debt securities with- 
out call protection has become severly 
restricted, and that, as a consequence, is- 
suers of bonds without call protection 
currently are being forced to pay interest 
cost penalties of from 25 to 30 basis 
points. Thus, they assert that the issuer 
of $10 million 30-year bonds without 
mandatory sinking fund payments, but 
with typical 5-year call protection, would 
save $25,000 a year, or $750,000 over the 
life of the issue, assuming an interest cost 
discount of 25 basis points. 


It is urged that no regulatory authority 
other than this Commission insists on 
unrestricted refundability, and reference 
is made to the decision of the Federal 
Power Commission on June 27, 1967, an- 
nouncing a modification of its prior pol- 
icy requiring full refundability at all 
times. The majority stated that “the de- 
cision in general should be left to the 
management’s discretion as to whether 
or not a 5-year call provision should be 
utilized.” ® 
* The following contentions have also 
been advanced: That only a few refund- 
ings of higher interest-bearing debt se- 
curities have taken place during the past 
10 years; the value of the privilege of 
unrestricted refundability is very limited 
because of the substantial cash cost of 
the call premiums involved; the increas- 
ingly heavy demands for new money for 
plant additions and the necessity of the 
issuing companies to make provision for 
the refunding of large amounts of low 
coupon debt securities issued in the late 
1930’s and 1940’s which will mature in 
the next few years; and that the value 
of the unrestricted call provision is sig- 
nificantly limited by the fact that there 
is no foreseeable prospect of bond inter- 
est rates dropping to a point sufficiently 
low as to make refunding profitable with- 
in the first 5 years of the life of the issue. 
In the latter connection, it is asserted 
that the interest cost penalty of roughly 
25 basis points for each of the years the 
issue had been outstanding would be so 
great as to substantially offset any gross 
savings in interest cost which might 
otherwise be obtainable over the remain- 
ing life of the issue. 

Opponents of the present redemption 
policy assert that only a few of the is- 
suers of fully refundable bonds take ad- 
vantage of the possibility of refunding 
their bonds during periods when such 
bonds could be profitably refunded. An 


§ Consumers Power Co., Federal Power Com- 
mission Docket No, E~7352. Commissioner 
Ross dissented, and Chairman White concur- 
red in relaxing the full refundability require- 
ment in that particular instance, stating 
that: “I would limit our determination here 
to circumstances of this situation and I am 
not prepared to subscribe to any long-range 
reversal of the Commission’s present policy 
on callability. I would hope that this experi- 
ment with permitting a 5-year no-call provi- 
sion will be of some guidance in making fu- 
ture determinations,” 


analysis has been submitted purporting 
to show that, in the past 10 years, only 
18 of the 61 electric utility bond issues of 
$10 million or more, which were sold 
without call protection in 1959 and 1960 
when relatively high interest rates pre- 
vailed, were refunded in 1962 and 1963 
when interest rates were significantly 
lower. Of the total of 61 issues sold in 
1959 and 1960, 22 carried coupons of less 
than 5 percent and 39 had coupon rates 
of 5 percent or more. In the 1962-63 pe- 
riod, none of the 22 less than 5 percent 
issues were refunded, and 18, or less than 
half, of the 39 issues with coupons of 5 
percent or more were refunded. 

Views of those desiring retention of 
present redemption policy. Others have 
expressed the view that the redemption 
policy has been effective in implementing 
the provisions of the Act throughout the 
entire period since such policy was 
adopted in 1953, and that the policy 
should not be changed at this juncture 
when interest rates are close to their 
highest levels in 100 years. These per- 
sons have stated that, while the Com- 
mission does not have rate regulatory 
authority, it has a statutory duty under 
the Act to protect, in addition to the in- 
terest of investors, the interest of con- 
sumers as well as the national public 
interest. As a consequence, the demands 
of senior security holders, who under- 
standably press for maximum call pro- 
tection, must be weighed along with the 
equally important interests of consumers 
and common stockholders. 

It is urged that if, as contended by 
those favoring a relaxation of the pres- 
ent policy, most institutional investors 
insist upon call protection in today’s 
market, such investors must anticipate 
a significant decline in interest rates in 
the foreseeable future. Otherwise there 
would be no point in an investor paying 
a@ premium, asserted to be as great as 25 
or 30 basis points, for 5-year call defer- 
ment. It is also contended that such in- 
terest-cost penalty as an issuer is com- 
pelled to pay to preserve the privilege of 
free refundability does not vary in pro- 
portion to the level of interest rates. It 
is, rather, influenced by investors’ antici- 
pations of future declines in interest 
rates. It is also deemed significant that, 
according to the statistics maintained 
since 1950 by a leading bond house, there 
were virtually no differentials in offer- 
ing yields between new issues of fully 
callable bonds and call-protected bonds 
during the years 1963 through 1965, in- 
clusive, and that the same series of sta- 
tistics show that such yield differential 
has seldom been more than 20 basis 


points during the past 22 months.’ 


*For period 1963 to 1965, inclusive, see 
An Analytical Record Of Yields And Yield 
Spreads—From 1950 Through 1966—Part I, 
at pp. 9, 10; by Salomon Bros. & Hutzler. 
For 1967, see Monthly Yields and Yield 
Spreads—1967, at p. 1, by Salomon Brothers 


& Hutzler, and for period Jan. 1, 1968, 
through Oct. 31, 1968, see Bond Market 


Roundup, weekly publication of Salomon 
Bros. & Hutzler. 
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Finally, it is asserted that, as interest 
rates rise, the Commission’s policy of re- 
quiring that the initial call price be the 
sum of thé coupon rate and the initial 
public offering price provides the holder 
with a significant degree of built-in esca- 
lation in the premium he receives over 
his cost in the event of a refunding. 

Those favoring continuation of the re- 
demption policy ana the results of 
all offerings at competitive bidding of 
long-term debt securities by electric and 
gas utility companies and holding com- 
panies during the period from May 14, 
1957, to June 30, 1968. Such studies show 
that, except for the last 2 fiscal years of 
the period, a substantial majority of all 
of the debt securities sold at competitive 
bidding contained no refunding restric- 
tions. Further, even though there was a 
sharp decline in the proportion of fully 
refundable issues in the last 2 fiscal 
years, such issues have continued to at- 
tract at least as many bids as the non- 
refundable issues. Further, the refund- 
able issues seemed to have been marketed 
with about the same degree of success 
throughout the 1l-year period as the 
nonrefundables, with the possible excep- 
tion of 1967 and 1968.” 

Because several of the bonds sold in 
1959 and 1960, which were refunded in 
1962 and 1963 at lower interest cost, were 
in amounts of less than $10 million, the 
refunding experience of all electric utili- 
ty bonds and debentures offered in 1959 
and 1960 (regardless of size) was ana- 
lyzed by the proponents of the present 
redemption policy. During the earlier 
period, 79 such issues, rated A or better, 
were sold. Twenty-four of these issues 
carried coupon rates of less than 5 per- 
cent and were not refunded in the 1962- 
63 period of lower interest rates. Nine- 
teen of the 79 issues had coupon rates 
of 5 percent, and only two of such issues 
were refunded. The bonds having a cou- 
pon rate of 5 percent or lower were not 
refunded because, it is said, interest rates 
during the period 1962-63 did not de- 
cline to the point where it became profit- 
able to refund them. Of the remaining 


1° For the purpose of comparing the degrees 
of marketing success enjoyed by the under- 
writing syndicates offering the refundable 
and nonrefundable bonds, an issue was con- 
sidered to have been successfully marketed 
if at least 95 percent of the principal amount 
of the issue was sold at the syndicate offer- 
ing price prior to termination of the syndi- 
cate. Comparison also was made of the ag- 
gregate principal amounts of refundable and 
nonrefundable issues which were sold at the 
applicable syndicate offering prices up to the 
termination of the respective syndicates, re- 
gardless of whether a particular issue met 
the definition of a successful marketing. See 
the 27th to the 34th Annual Reports of the 
Commission, inclusive, under the heading of 
“Administration of the Public Utility Hold- 
ing Company Act of 1935.” 
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36 issues which were sold in 1959 and 
1960, with coupon rates of more than 5 
percent, 23 were refunded in 1962 and 
1963 with resultant savings in interest 
cost. All of the issues with coupons of 
5% percent or more were refunded. This 
record, it is asserted, demonstrates that 
utilities do not pass up refunding op- 
portunities when they occur. It is further 
asserted that, in the present period, when 
coupon rates are as high as 7 percent, 
a proportionately smaller decline in in- 
terest rates would permit profitable re- 
funding than would be possible if coupon 
rates were in a much lower range, such 
as 5 percent. 

It is acknowledged by the proponents 
of the present policy that the demands 
of the utility industry for additional cap- 
ital in the foreseeable future are likely 
to continue at the present high level and 
may even increase in subsequent years. 
However, it is asserted that the refund- 
ing of high coupon bonds in periods of 
favorable bond markets and the refund- 
ing of approaching maturities of the 
bonds issued in the 1930’s and 1940’s 
should not have a significant impact 
upon the ability of the industry to obtain 
such new money, because, except for 
the small amounts of funds required to 
pay call premiums, refundings of out- 
standing high interest-bearing issues 
and approaching maturities do not add 
to the total supply of long-term debt se- 
curities in the market place but merely 
effect a substitution of one group of in- 
vestment media for another. 

All interested persons are invited to 
submit their views and comments, in 
writing, to the Securities and Exchange 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20549, on 
or before December 20, 1968. Such com- 
munications will be considered available 
for public inspection unless confidential 
treatment is specifically requested. 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] OrvaL L. DuBors, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-14255; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 


8:46 a.m.] 





CENTRAL AND SOUTH WEST CORP. 
AND PUBLIC SERVICE CO. OF 
OKLAHOMA 


Notice of Proposed Issue and Sale 


NOVEMBER 22, 1968. 

Notice is hereby given that Central and 
South West Corp. (“Central’’) , 902 Mar- 
ket Street, Wilmington, Del. 19899, a reg- 
istered holding company and its public 
utility subsidiary company, Public Serv- 
ice Co. of Oklahoma (“Public Service’), 
600 South Main Street, Tulsa, Okla. 
74102, have filed a joint application- 
declaration, pursuant to the Public 
Utility Holding Company Act of 1935 
(“Act”), designating sections 6(a), 6(b), 
9, and 10 of the Act and Rules 20, 23, 50, 
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and 100(a) promulgated thereunder as 
applicable to the proposed transactions. 
All interested persons are referred to the 
joint applitation-declaration, which is 
summarized below, for a complete state- 
ment of the proposed transactions. 

Public Service proposes to issue and 
sell, pursuant to the competitive bidding 
requirements of Rule 50 under the Act, 
$25 million aggregate principal amount 
of first mortgage bonds, series K, ~--- 
percent, due January 1, 1999. The bonds 
will be issued under, and will be secured 
by, an Indenture, dated as of July 1, 1945, 
between Public Service and the First Na- 
tional Bank & Trust Co. of Tulsa, as 
trustee, as heretofore amended and as to 
be further amended by a supplemental 
indenture to be dated as of January 1, 
1969. This supplemental indenture will 
amend the indenture in certain respects 
including a provision increasing from 
$125 million, to $225 million, the ag- 
gregate amount of bonds that may be 
outstanding at any one time thereunder. 
The interest rate (which shall be a mul- 
tiple of one-eighth of 1 percent), and the 
price, exclusive of accrued interest 
(which shall not be less than 99 percent 
nor more than 102.75 percent of the prin- 
cipal amount thereof), will be deter- 
mined by competitive bidding. 

Public Service also proposes to dmend 
its articles of incorporation to increase 
the par value of each of its 8 million au- 
thorized shares of commen stock (includ- 
ing the 6,650,000 shares of said stock 
now outstanding) from $10 per share 
to $12 per share, and, in connection 
therewith, to transfer the sum of $13,- 
300,000 (equal to $2 in respect of each 
of said outstanding shares) from its 
earned surplus account to its common 
stock account. Upon consummation of 
this transfer, the common stock account 
of Public Service will be increased from 
$66,500,000 to $79,800,000 and its earned 
surplus account will be reduced from 
$26,878,000 to $13,578,000. During the 12 
months ended September 30, 1968, divi- 
dends charged to the earned surplus ac- 
count of Public Service aggregated 
$10,016,540 consisting of $815,600 on its 
preferred stock (all publicly held) and 
$9,200,940 on its common stock. 

The proposed amendment of the arti- 
cles of incorporation of Public Service 
requires the favorable vote of the greater 
amount in value of the outstanding stock 
of Public Service consisting of 197,900 
shares of preferred stock having an 
aggregate par value of $19,790,000 and 
6,650,000 shares of common stock having 
an aggregate par value of $66,500,000. 
Public Service will hold a special meet- 
ing of its stockholders to vote upon the 
question of amending its articles of in- 
corporation, but will not solicit proxies 
as Central has stated that it intends to 
vote all of the outstanding common 
shares of Public Service in favor of the 
amendment and that the value of the 


common stock of Public Service owned 
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by it is sufficient for the purpose of 
adopting the proposed amendment. It is 
stated that the transfer of $13,300,000 
from earned surplus to the capital stock 
account will effect a permanent capitali- 
zation of a portion of the company’s 
earned surplus and will create a better 
balance between the common stock capi- 
tal of Public Service and its earned sur- 
plus. Public Service also proposes to 
issue and sell to Central 250,000 shares 
of its common stock for a cash consid- 
eration of $3 million. 

Public Service will use the net pro- 
ceeds derived from the issue and sale of 
its bonds and common stock to pay, or 
to reimburse its treasury, for a part of 
the cost of additions, extensions, better- 
ments, and improvements made and to 
be made to its electric properties, includ- 
ing the payment of certain loans from 
Central made for construction purposes 
aggregating $8,758,761 at September 30, 
1968. The proposed construction expendi- 
tures of Public Service for the fourth 
quarter of 1968 and for the year 1969 
are estimated at $9,080,000 and $38,530,- 
000, respectively. 

The fees and expenses to be paid by 
Public Service in connection with the 
issue and sale of the bonds are esti- 
mated at $58,000, including counsel 
fees of $15,000 and accountant’s fees of 
$3,000. The fees and expenses in connec- 
tion with the other proposed transactions 
are estimated at $17,300 consisting of 
Oklahoma capitalization tax of $16,000, 
printing, mailing, and miscellaneous ex- 
penses of $300 and a $1,000 allocation of 
counsel fees paid under an annual re- 
tainer. The fees and expenses of counsel 
for the bond underwriters, estimated at 
$8,500 and $500, respectively, are to be 
paid by the successful bidders. 

It is stated that no State commission 
other than the Corporation Commission 
of the State of Oklahoma has jurisdic- 
tion over the proposed transactions and 
that no Federal commission, other than 
this Commission, has jurisdiction over 
the proposed transactions. 

Notice is further given that any in- 
terested person may, not later than De- 
cember 10, 1968, request in writing that 
a hearing be held on such matter, stating 
the nature of his interest, the reasons 
for such request, and the issues of fact 
or law raised by said application-decla- 
ration which he desires to controvert; or 
he may request that he be notified if the 
Commission should order a hearing 
thereon. Any such request should be ad- 
dressed: Secretary, Securities and Ex- 
change Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20549. A copy of such request should be 
served personally or by mail (airmail if 
the person being served is located more 
than 500 miles from the point of mailing) 
upon the applicants-declarants at the 
above-stated addresses, and proof of 
service (by affidavit or, in case of an at- 
torney at law, by certificate) should be 
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filed with the request. At any time after 
said date, the application-declaration, as 
filed or as it may be amended, may be 
granted and permitted to become effec- 
tive as provided in Rule 23 of the general 
rules and regulations promulgated under 
the Act, or the Commission may grant 
exemption from such rules as provided 
in Rules 20(a) and 100 thereof or take 
such other action as it may deem ap- 
propriate. Persons who request a hearing 
or advice as to whether a hearing is 
ordered will receive notice of further de- 
velopments in this matter, including the 
date of the hearing (if ordered) and any 
postponements thereof. 


For the Commission (pursuant to dele- 
gated authority). 


[SEAL] OrvVAL L. DuBors, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-14256; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
- 8:46 a.m.] 


[File No. 1-3421] 


CONTINENTAL VENDING MACHINE 
CORP. 


Order Suspending Trading 


NOVEMBER 22, 1968. 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex- 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the common 
stock, 10 cents par value of Continental 
Vending Machine Corp., and the 6 per- 
cent convertible subordinated debentures 
due September 1, 1976, being traded 
otherwise than on a national securities 
exchange is required in the public in- 
terest and for the protection of investors: 

It is ordered, Pursuant to section 15(c) 
(5) of the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934, that trading in such securities 
otherwise than on a national securities 
exchange be summarily suspended, this 
order to be effective for the period No- 
vember 23, 1968, through December 2, 
1968, both dates inclusive. 


By the Commission. 
[SEAL] OrVAL L. DuBors, 


Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-14260; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


TEXAS URANIUM CORP. 
Order Suspending Trading 


NOVEMBER 22, 1968. 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex- 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the common 
stock of Texas Uranium Corp., Salt Lake 
City, Utah, being traded otherwise than 
on a national securities exchange is re- 
quired in the public interest and for the 
protection of investors: 

It is ordered, Pursuant to section 15(c) 
(5) of the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934, that trading in such securities 
otherwise than on a national securities 
exchange be summarily suspended, this 
order to be effective for the period No- 


vember 25, 1968, through December 4, 
1968, both dates inclusive. 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] OrvaL L. DuBots, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-14258; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


TOP NOTCH URANIUM AND MINING 
CORP. 


Order Suspending Trading 


NOVEMBER 22, 1968. 


It appearing to the Securities and Ex- 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the common 
stock of Top Notch Uranium and Mining 
Corp. (a Utah corporation) and all other 
securities of Top Notch Uranium and 
Mining Corp. being traded otherwise than 
on a national securities exchange is re- 
quired in the public interest and for the 
protection of investors: 

It is ordered, Pursuant to section 
15(c) (5) of the Securities Exchange Act 
of 1934, that trading in such securities 
otherwise than on a national securities 
exchange be summarily suspended, this 
order to be effective for the period No- 
vember 24, 1968, through December 3, 
1968, both dates inclusive. 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] OrvAL L. DuBotrs, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-14257; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[File No. 1-4371] 
WESTEC CORP. 
Order Suspending Trading 


NOVEMBER 22, 1968. 


The common stock, 10 cents par value, 
of Westec Corp., being listed and 
registered on the American Stock Ex- 
change pursuant to provisions of the 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 and all 
other securities of Westec Corp., being 
traded otherwise than on a national se- 
curities exchange; and 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex- 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in such securities 
on such Exchange and otherwise than on 
a national securities exchange is required 
in the public interest and for the protec- 
tion of investors: 

It is ordered, Pursuant to sections 
15(c) (5) and 19(a) (4) of the Securities 
Exchange Act of 1934, that trading in 
such. securities on the American Stock 
Exchange and otherwise than on a na- 
tional securities exchange be summarily 
suspended, this order to be effective for 
the period November 23, 1968, through 
December 2, 1968, both dates inclusive. 

By the Commission. 

[SEAL] Orvat L. DuBots, 

Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-14259; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 
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INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 


[Notice 1242] 


MOTOR CARRIER, BROKER, WATER 
CARRIER, AND FREIGHT FOR- 
WARDER APPLICATIONS 


NOVEMBER 22, 1968. 


The following applications are gov- 
erned by Special Rule 1.247 * of the Com- 
mission’s general rules of practice (49 
CFR, as amended), published in the Fep- 
ERAL REGISTER issue of April 20, 1966, 
effective May 20, 1966. These rules pro- 
vide, among other things, that a protest 
to the granting of an application must 
be filed with the Commission within 30 
days after date of notice of filing of the 
application is published in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER. Failure seasonably to file a 
protest will be construed as a waiver of 
opposition and participation in the pro- 
ceeding. A protest under these rules 
should comply with § 1.247(d) (3) of the 
rules of practice which requires that it 
set forth specifically the grounds upon 
which it is made, contain a detailed 
statement of protestant’s interest in the 
proceeding (including a copy of the spe- 
cific portions of its authority which pro- 
testant believes to be in conflict with 
that sought in the application, and de- 
scribing in detail the method—whether 
by joinder, interline, or other means— 
by which protestant would use such au- 
thority to provide all or part of the serv- 
ice proposed), and shall specify with 
particularity the facts, matters, and 
things relied upon, but shall not include 
issues or allegations phrased generally. 
Protests not in reasonable compliance 
with the requirements of the rules may 
be rejected. The original and one copy 
of the protest shall be filed with the 
Commission, and a copy shall be served 
concurrently upon applicant’s represent- 
ative, or applicant if no representative is 
named. If the protest includes a request 
for oral hearing, such requests shall meet 
the requirements of § 1.247(d) (4) of the 
special rules, and shall include the certi- 
fication required therein. 

Section 1.247(f) of the Commission’s 
rules of practice further provides that 
each applicant shall, if protests to its 
application have been filed, and within 
60 days of the date of this publication, 
notify the Commission in writing (1) 
that it is ready to proceed and prosecute 
the application, or (2) that it wishes to 
withdraw the application, failure in 
which the application will be dismissed 
by the Commission. 

Further processing steps (whether 
modified procedure, oral hearing, or 
other procedures) will be determined 
generally in accordance with the Com- 
mission’s general policy statement con- 
cerning motor carrier licensing proce- 
dures, published in the FepERAL REGISTER 


1 Copies of Special Rule 1.247 (as amended) 
can be obtained by writing to the Secretary, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20423. 
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issue of May 3, 1966. This assignment 
will be by Commission order which will 
be served on each party of record. 

The publications hereinafter set forth 
refiect the scope of the applications as 
filed by applicants, and may include de- 
scriptions, restrictions, or limitations 
which are not in a form acceptable to the 
Commission. Authority which ultimately 
may be granted as a result of the appli- 
cations here noticed will not necessarily 
reflect the phraseology set forth in the 
application as filed, but also will elimi- 
nate any restrictions which are not ac- 
ceptable to the Commission. 

No. MC 2401 (Sub-No. 46), filed No- 
vember 13, 1968. Applicant: MOTOR 
FREIGHT CORPORATION, Post Office 
Box 2057, Idaho Station, Terre Haute, 
Ind. 47802. Applicant’s representative: 
John E. Lesow, 3737 North Meridian 
Street, Indianapolis, Ind. 46208. Author- 
ity sought to operate as a common car- 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Jron and steel ar- 
ticles, from the plant or warehouse sites 
of Continental Steel Corp., located in 
Howard County, Ind., to points in the 
United States on and east of U.S. High- 
way 85, and materials, equipment, and 
supplies, used in the manufacture and 
processing of iron and steel articles, on 
return, restricted to traffic originating 
at or destined to the named origins and 
destinations above, and_ restricted 
against the transportation of commodi- 
ties in bulk. Note: Applicant states it 
would tack with its MC 2401 Sub 24 to 
serve Kokomo, Ind. Applicant also states 
that no duplicating authority is being 
sought. If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Chicago, 
Ili., or Indianapolis, Ind. 

No. MC 2900 (Sub-No. 167), filed No- 
vember 1, 1968. Applicant: RYDER 
TRUCK LINES, INC., 2050 Kings Road, 
Jacksonville, Fla. Applicant’s representa- 
tive: Larry D. Knox (same address as 
applicant). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over regular routes, transporting: Gen- 
eral commodities, except commodities in 
bulk, household goods as defined by the 
Commission and commodities requiring 
the use of special equipment, (1) between 
Chicago, Ill., and St. Louis, Mo., from 
Chicago over U.S. Highway 66 to St. 
Louis, Mo., and return over same route 
as an altrenate route for operating con- 
venience only, restricted against local 
traffic between Chicago and St. Louis, 
(2) between junction U.S. Highway 60 
and 61 (also junction Interstate High- 
ways 55 and 57), and St. Louis, Mo., from 
junction U.S. Highways 60 and 61 (also 
junction Interstate Highways 55 and 57), 
over U.S. Highway 61 (also Interstate 
Highway 55 where completed), to St. 
Louis, Mo., and return over same route, 
as an alternate route for operating con- 
venience only, serving junction US. 
Highway 60 and 61 (also junction Inter- 
state Highways 55 and 57), for joinder 
purposes only; (3) between junction U.S. 
Highways 60 and 61 (also junction Inter- 
state Highways 55 and 57), in Memphis, 
Tenn., from junction Highways 60 and 
61 (also junction Interstate Highways 55 
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and 57), over U.S. Highway 61 (also 
Interstate Highway 55 where completed), 
to Memphis, Tenn., and return over same 
route, as an alternate route for operating 
convenience only, serving junction U.S. 
Highways 60 and 61 (also junction Inter- 
state Highways 55 and 57), for joinder 
purposes only; 

(4) Between Chicago, Ill., and junction 
U.S. Highways 45 and 40 (also junction 
Interstate Highways 57 and 70), from 
junction U.S. Highways 45 and 40 (also 
junction Interstate Highways 57 and 70), 
over U.S. Highway 45 (also Interstate 
Highway 57 where completed) to Chi- 
cago, Ill., and return over same route, as 
an alternate route for operating con- 
venience only, serving junction U.S. 
Highways 45 and 40 (also junction Inter- 
state Highways 57 and 70), and junction 
purposes only; (5) between junction U.S. 
Highways 45 and 40 (also junction Inter- 
state Highways 57 and 70), and junction 
U.S. Highways 60 and 61 (also junction 
Interstate Highways 55 and 57), from 
junction U.S. Highways 60 and 61 (also 
junction Interstate Highways 55 and 57), 
over Interstate Highway 57 to Charles- 
ton, Mo., thence over U.S. Highway 62 to 
Cairo, Ill., thence over Interstate High- 
way 57 to Benton, IIl., thence over Illinois 
Highway 37 (also Interstate Highway 57 
where completed) , to junction U.S. High- 
ways 40 and 45 (also junction Interstate 
Highways 57 and 70), and return over 
same route, as an alternate route for 
operating convenience only, serving junc- 
tions U.S. Highways 60 and 61 (also junc- 
tion Interstate Highways 55 and 57), and 
U.S. Highways 40 and 45 (also junction 
Interstate Highways 57 and 70), for 
joinder purposes only; (6) between junc- 
tion U.S. Highways 40 and 45 (also junc- 
tion Interstate Highways 57 and 70), and 
Indianapolis, Ind., from U.S. Highways 
40 and 45 (also junction Interstate High- 
ways 57 and 70), over U.S. Highway 40 
(also Interstate Highway 70 where com- 
pleted), to Indianapolis, Ind., and return 
over same route as an alternate route for 
operating convenience only, serving junc- 
tion U.S. Highways 40 and 45 (also junc- 
tion Interstate Highways 57 and 70), for 
joinder purposes only; 


(7) Between junction U.S. Highways 
40 and 45 (also junction Interstate High- 
ways 57 and 70), and junction U.S. High- 
way 51 and Interstate Highway 57, from 
junction U.S. Highways 40 and 45 (also 
junction Interstate Highways 70 and 57), 
over Illinois Highway 37 (also Interstate 
Highway 57 where completed), to Ben- 
ton, Ill., thence over Interstate Highway 
57 to junction U.S. Highway 51 and In- 
terstate Highway 57, and return over 
same route as an alternate route for op- 
erating convenience only, serving junc- 
tion U.S. Highways 40 and 45 (also Inter- 
state Highways 70 and 57), and junction 
U.S. Highway 51 and Interstate High- 
way 57 for joinder purposes only; (8) be- 
tween junction U.S. Highway 51 and In- 
terstate Highway 57 and junction Inter- 
state Highways 55 and 57, from junction 
Interstate Highways 55 and 57 over In- 
terstate Highway 57 to Charleston, Mo., 
thence over U.S. Highway 62 to Cairo, 
Ill., thence over U.S. Highway 51 (also 
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Interstate Highway 57), to junction U.S. 
Highway 51 and Interstate Highway 57, 
and return over same route as an alter- 
nate route for operating convenience 
only, serving junction U.S. Highway 51 
and Interstate Highway 57 and junction 
Interstate Highways 55 and 57 for join- 
der purposes only; (9) between junction 
U.S. Highways 40 and 45 (also junction 
Interstate Highways 57 and 70), and St. 
Louis, Mo., from St. Louis over U.S. High- 
way 40 (also Interstate Highway 170 
where completed) , to junction U.S. High- 
ways 40 and 45 (also Interstate Highways 
57 and 70), and return over same route 
as an alternate route for operating con- 
venience only, serving junction USS. 
Highways 40 and 45 (also junction Inter- 
state Highways 57 and 70), for joinder 
purposes only; (10) between Indianapo- 
lis, and Vincennes, Ind., from Indianapo- 
lis, Ind., over Indiana Highway 67 to 
Vincennes, Ind., and return over same 
route as an alternate route for operat- 
ing convenience only, serving Vincennes, 
Ind., for joinder purposes only; 

(11) Between Vincennes, Ind., and 
junction U.S. Highway 51 and Interstate 
Highway 57, from junction U.S. Highway 
51 and Interstate Highway 57 over Inter- 
state Highway 57 to junction Interstate 
Highway 57 and Illinois Highway 146, 
thence over Illinois Highway 146 to 
Vienna, thence over U.S. Highway 45 to 
junction U.S. Highway 45 and Illinois 
Highway 1, thence over Illinois Highway 
1 to junction Illinois Highway 1 and 
U.S. Highway 50, thence over U.S. High- 
way 50 to Vincennes, ind., and return 
over same route as an alternate route for 
operating convenience only, ‘serving 
junction U.S. Highway 51 and Interstate 
Highway 57 and Vincennes, Ind., for 
joinder purposes only; (12) between Vin- 
cennes, Ind., and Cincinnati, Ohio, from 
Cincinnati, over U.S. Highway 50 to Vin- 
cennes, Ind., and return over same route 
as an alternate route for operating con- 
venience only, serving Vincennes, Ind., 
for joinder purposes only; (13) between 
Vincennes, Ind., and Louisville, Ky., from 
Louisville, over U.S. Highway 150 to Vin- 
cennes, Ind., and return over same route 
as an alternate route for operating con- 
venience only, serving Vincennes, Ind., 
for joinder purposes only; (14) between 
Memphis, Tenn., and Birmingham, Ala., 
from Memphis, over U.S. Highway 78 to 
Birmingham, Ala., and return over same 
route as an alternate route for operating 
convenience only, serving Jasper, Ala., 
for joinder purposes only. Restriction: 
- Restricted against local traffic between 
Memphis and Birmingham. (15) Between 
Louisville, Ky., and junction Indiana 
Highway 64 and Illinois Highways 1 and 
15, from Louisville, over Indiana High- 
way 64, to junction Indiana Highway 64, 
and Illinois Highways 1 and 15, and re- 
turn over same route as an alternate 
. route for operating convenience only, 
serving junction Indiana Highway 64, 
and Illinois Highways 1 and 15 for pur- 
poses of joinder only, serving no inter- 
mediate points (1) through (15) except 
those specified for joinder purposes only. 
Norte: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Jackson- 
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ville, Fla., Atlanta, Ga., or Washington, 
D.C ; 


No. MC 17226 (Sub-No. 34), filed No- 
vember 6, 1968. Applicant: FRUIT BELT 
MOTOR SERVICE, INC., 7626 West 
Madison Street, Forest Park, Ill. 60130. 
Applicant’s representative: Eugene L. 
Cohn, 1 North La Salle Street, Chicago, 
Til. 60602. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Machinery, machinery parts, materials, 
and supplies, used in the manufacture, 
shipping, or operation of refrigerators, 
freezers, refrigerator-freezers, ice cube 
makers, air conditioners, dehumidifiers, 
and parts and accessories thereof, when 
transported with and intended for instal- 
lation thereon, between Ripley, Tenn., 
and Evansville, Ind. Restriction: Appli- 
cant states that the operations proposed 
above are limited to a transportation 
service to be performed under a con- 
tinuing contract or contracts with the 
Whirlpool Corp. Note: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Chicago, Il. 

No. MC 29886 (Sub-No. 245), filed No- 
vember 4, 1968. Applicant: DALLAS & 
MAVIS FORWARDING CoO., INC., 4000 
West Sample Street, South Bend, Ind. 
46621. Applicant’s representative: 
Charles Pieroni (same address as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a com- 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir- 
regular routes, transporting: Slag, gran- 
ulated, ground, pulverized or lump, be- 
tween Bow, N.H. (Merrimack County), 
and points within 5 miles thereof, on the 
one hand, and, points in Connecticut, 
Massachusetts, Maine, New Hampshire, 
New Jersey, New York, Rhode Island, and 
Vermont, on the other. NoTE: Applicant 
states it presently holds authority under 
MC 29886 Sub 17 to transport the in- 
volved commodities, from Middletown, 
Conn., to points in New Hampshire and 
others. It further states it also has au- 
thority under its Sub 208, to transport 
building and construction materials, be- 
tween points in Connecticut, Maine, Mas- 
sachusetts, New Hampshire, New York, 
Rhode Island, and Vermont. Although 
these authorities duplicate that sought 
here, to some extent, no duplicating au- 
thority is being sought. As an illustra- 
tion, the commodities involved are used 
to some extent as construction materials, 
but they have a much wider range of 
uses and so duplication is partial. If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Chicago, Il. 

No. MC 30844 (Sub-No. 263), filed No- 
vember 7, 1968. Applicant: KROBLIN 
REFRIGERATED EXPRESS, INC., 2125 


.Commercial, Waterloo, Iowa 50704. Ap- 


plicant’s representative: Truman A. 
Stockton, Jr., The 1650 Grant Street 
Building, Denver, Colo. 80202. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Meats, meat products, and 
meat byproducts, and articles distributed 
by meat packinghouses, as described in 
sections A and C of Appendix I to the 
report in Descriptions in Motor Carrier 
Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (ex- 
cept hides and commodities in bulk), in 


tank vehicles, from Hastings, Nebr., to 
points in Connecticut, Delaware, Indiana, 
New Jersey, Kentucky, Maine, Maryland, 
Massachusetts, Michigan, New Hamp- 
shire, New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, 
Rhode Island, Vermont, Virginia, West 
Virginia, and the District of Columbia. 
Norte: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Waterloo, 
Iowa, or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 39406 (Sub-No. 15), filed No- 
vember 13, 1968. Applicant: CENTRAL 
MOTOR LINES, INCORPORATED, 324 
North College Street, Post Office Box 
1067, Charlotte, N.C. 28201. Applicant’s 
representative: Daniel J. Sweeney, 1 
North La Salle Street, Chicago, Ill. 60602. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular 
routes, transporting: General commodi- 
ties (except those of unusual value, 
classes A and B explosives, livestock, 
household goods as defined by the Com- 
mission, commodities in bulk, and those 
requiring special equipment) , serving the 
Central Distribution Center of Hanes 
Corp., Knitwear Division, in Davie 
County, N.C. (near Winston-Salem, 
N.C.), as an off-route point in conjunc- 
tion with applicant’s presently author- 
ized regular route operations. Note: If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Winston-Salem, 
N.C. 

No. MC 50069 (Sub-No. 405) (Amend- 
ment), filed April 2, 1968, published in 
the FEDERAL REGISTER issue of April 24, 
1968, and republished as amended, this 
issue. Applicant: REFINERS TRANS- 
PORT & TERMINAL CORPORATION, 
930 North York Road, Hinsdale, Ill. Ap- 
plicant’s representative: Robert H. Levy, 
29 South La Salle Street, Chicago, Il. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Coal tar products, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Cleveland, 
Ohio, to Detroit, Flint, Grand Rapids, 
and Lansing, Mich.; Watervliet, Buffalo, 
Lackawanna, Niagara Falls, and Roches- 
ter, N.Y.; St. Louis, Mo.; Hammond and 
Crown Point, Ind., and Chicago, Il. 
Note: Common control and dual opera- 
tions may be involved. The purpose of 
this republication is to include the addi- 
tion of Crown Point, Ind., as a destina- 
tion point. If a hearing is deemed neces- 
sary, applicant requests it be held at 
Chicago, Ill. 

No. MC 50069 (Sub-No. 414), filed No- 
vember 7, 1968. Applicant: REFINERS 
TRANSPORT & TERMINAL CORPO- 
RATION, 445 Earlwood Avenue, Oregon, 
Ohio 43616. Applicant’s representative: 
J. A. Kundtz, 1050 Union Commerce 
Building, Cleveland, Ohio 44115. Au- 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Liquid core oils and 
liquid resins, in bulk, in. tank vehicles, 
from Bensenville, Ill., to points in Ala- 
bama, Illinois, Indiana, Michigan, Min- 
nesota, New Jersey, New York, Ohio, 
Oregon, Pennsylvania, Texas, Virginia, 
and Wisconsin. Note: Dual operations 
and common control may be involved. If 
a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Washington, D.C. 
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No. MC 51146 (Sub-No. 112), filed No- 
vember 7, 1968. Applicant. SCHNEIDER 
TRANSPORT & STORAGE, INC., 817 
McDonald Street, Green Bay, Wis. 54306. 
Applicant’s representatives: D. F. Martin 
(same address as applicant) , and Charles 
W. Singer, 33 North Dearborn Street, 
Chicago, Ill. 60602. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting: (1) Wood products, built-up 
wood products, compressed wood prod- 
ucts, and products produced or distrib- 
uted by manufacturers or distributors of 
said products, from Algoma, Wis., to 
points in Alabama, Arkansas, Connecti- 
cut, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Illinois, 
Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Loui- 
siana, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, 
Michigan, Minnesota, Mississippi, Mis- 
souri, Montana, Nebraska, New Hamp- 
shire, New Jersey, New York, North 
Carolina, North Dakota, Ohio, Oklahoma, 
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, South Caro- 
lina, South Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, 
Vermont, Virginia, West Virginia, Wis- 
consin, and the District of Columbia, and 
(2) returned and rejected shipments, and 
equipment, materials and supplies used 
in the manufacture and distribution of 
the above-described commodities, from 
the above-named destination points to 
Algoma, Wis. NoTE: Applicant states that 
no duplicating authority is sought. If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 51146 (Sub-No. 113), filed No- 
vember 7, 1968. Applicant: SCHNEIDER 
TRANSPORT & STORAGE, INC., 817 
McDonald Street, Green Bay, Wis. 54306. 
Applicant’s representatives: Donald F. 
Martin (same address as applicant), and 
Charles W. Singer, 33 North Dearborn 
Street, Chicago, Il. 60602. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over. irregular routes, 
transporting: Metal containers, con- 
tainer ends, and accessories; and mate- 
rials and supplies used in connection with 
the manufacture and distribution of 
metal containers and container ends 
when moving with metal containers and 
container ends, from Kankakee, IIl., to 
points in Iowa, North Dakota, South 
Dakota, Upper Peninsula of Michigan, 
and Wisconsin. Note: Applicant states 
that no duplicating authority is sought. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli- 
cant requests it be held at Washington, 
DC. 


No. MC 61403 (Sub-No. 187), filed 
November 7, 1968. Applicant: THE 
MASON AND DIXON TANK LINES, 
INC., Eastman Road, Kingsport, Tenn. 
37662. Applicant’s representative: W. C. 
Mitchell, 140 Cedar Street, New York, 
N.Y. 10006. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Liquid chemicals, in bulk, from LeMoyne 
(Mobile County), Ala.; to points in Ala- 
bama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Illi- 
nois, Indiana, Kansas, Louisiana, Missis- 
sippi, Missouri, Nebraska, North Caro- 
lina, Ohio, South Carolina, Tennessee, 
Texas, Virginia, and West Virginia. Note: 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli- 
cant requests it be held at Washington, 
DC. 
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No. MC 61427 (Sub-No. 15), filed Sep- 
tember 16, 1968. Applicant: VICTORY 
VAN LINES. INC., 6012 Girard Avenue, 
Philadelphia, Pa. 19151. Applicant’s rep- 
resentative: W. Scott Clark, Fort Worth 
Club Building, Fort Worth, Tex. 76102. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Household goods as 
defined by the Commission, between 
points within a 150-mile radius of Had- 
don Heights, N.J., including Haddon 
Heights, N.J. Nore: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Fort Worth or Dallas, Tex. 

No. MC 65626 (Sub-No. 21), filed 
November 7, 1968. Applicant: FRE- 
DONIA EXPRESS, INC., 316 Eagle 
Street, Post Office Box 222, Fredonia, 
N.Y. Applicant’s representative: E. Ste- 
phen Heisley, 529 Transportation Build- 
ing, Washington, D.C. 20006. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Frozen foods, from Fre- 
donia, N.Y., to points in Michigan. Nore: 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli- 
cant requests it be held at Buffalo, N.Y. 

~ No. MC 67818 (Sub-No. 78), filed Octo- 

ber 31, 1968. Applicant: MICHIGAN 
EXPRESS, INC., 1122 Freeman Avenue, 
SW., Grand Rapids, Mich. 49502. Appli- 
cant’s representative: Edward G. Baze- 
lon and Car! L. Steiner, 39 South La Salle 
Street, Chicago, Ill. 60603. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over regular routes, 
transporting: General commodities, ex- 
cept those of unusual value, classes A 
and B. explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, commodi- 
ties in bulk, commodities requiring spe- 
cial equipment, and those injurious or 
contaminating to other lading, between 
the junction of U.S. Highway 30 and 
U.S. Highway 52 and the junction of 
U.S. Highway 30 and Illinois Highway 2, 
as an alternate route for operating con- 
venience only; from the junction of U'S. 
Highway 30 and U.S. Highway 52, over 
US. Highway 30 to junction Ilinois 
Highway 2, and return over the same 
route. Note: Applicant is presently au- 
thorized to operate between the aforesaid 
junctions by operation from the junction 
of U.S. Highways 30 and 52 over US. 
Highway 32 to Dixon, thence over Illinois 
Highway 2 to junction U.S. Highway 30, 
and return over the same route, serving 
no intermediate points. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Chicago, Il. 

No. MC 79080 (Sub-No. 8), filed No- 
vember 6, 1968. Applicant: AUSTGEN 
EXPRESS & STORAGE CO., a corpora- 
tion, Post Office Box 1528, Aurora, Ill. 
Applicant’s representative: Robert H. 
Levy, 29 South La Salle Street, Chicago, 
Ill. 60603. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Tele- 
phone directories, telephone directory 
pages (signatures), folded edges cut or 
uncut, in packages or on skids, from 
Dwight, Ill., to points in Michigan, Ohio, 
Indiana, Kentucky, Missouri, Iowa, and 
Wisconsin. Norte: If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Chicago, Il. 






FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 33, NO. 232—-THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 28, 1968 





17823 


No. MC 84444 (Sub-No. 5), filed No- 
vember 6, 1968. Applicant: McCOR- 
MICK’S EXPRESS, Third and Winslow 
Streets, Camden, N.J. 08104. Applicant’s 
representative: William H. McCormick 
(same address as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Horticultural mulch, from 
Camden, N.J., to Alexandria, Va., points 
in Arlington County, Va., Reston and 
Sterling, Va., and Washington, D.C., un- 
der contract with MacAndrews and 
Forbes Co. Note: If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Philadelphia, Pa. 

No. MC 99780 (Sub-No. 13), filed No- 
vember 4, 1968. Applicant: CHIPPER 
CARTAGE COMPANY, INC., 1327 
Northeast Bond Street, Peoria, Ill. 61604. 
Applicant’s representative: George S. 
Mullins, 4704 West Irving Park Road, 
Chicago, Ill. 60641. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Meats, meat products, meat byprod- 
ucts, and articles distributed by meat 
packinghouses, as described in sections A 
and C of Appendix I to the report in 
Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi- 
cates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except 
hides and commodities in bulk) , from the 
plantsite and/or cold storage facilities 
utilized by Wilson & Co., Inc., at or near 
Monmouth, Ill., to points in Indiana, 
Michigan, and Ohio, restricted to the 
transportation of Wilson & Co., Inc, 
traffic originating at the above-specified 
plantsite and/or cold storage facilities 
and destined to the above-specified des- 
tinations. Note: If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held at 
Chicago, Springfield, or Peoria, Il. 

No. MC 101010 (Sub-No. 26), filed 
October 30, 1968. Applicant: ERIE 
LACKAWANNA RAILWAY COMPANY, 
a corporation; 101 Prospect Avenue, 
Cleveland, Ohio 44115. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: J. T. Clark, 1336 Midland 
Building, Cleveland, Ohio 44115. Au- 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular 
routes, transporting: General commodi- 
ties, except commodities in bulk, house- 
hold’ goods as defined by the Commis- 
sion, and commodities of unusual value, 
in substituted motor-for-rail service, be- 
tween Buffalo and Niagara Falls, N.Y., 
over Interstate Highway 190, serving the 
intermediate off-route points of North 
Tonawanda, Martinsville, Pendleton 
Centre, and Lockport, N.Y., all of which 
are stations on applicant’s rail line. Re- 
strictions: (1) The service to be per- 
formed by carrier shall be limited to 
service which is auxiliary to, or supple- 
mental of rail service; (2) carrier shall 
not serve, or interchange traffic at any 
point not a station on its rail lines; and 
(3) shipments transported by carrier by 
motor vehicle, shall be limited to those 
which it receives from or delivers to, its 
rail lines under a through bill of lading 
covering, in addition to a motor carrier 
movement by carrier, an immediately 
prior or immediately subsequent move- 
ment by rail. Note: Applicant states no 
duplicating authority is sought. If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
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requests it be hefd at Buffalo or Niagara 
Falls, N.Y. 

No. MC 103993 (Sub-No. 348), filed 
November 6, 1968. Applicant: MORGAN 
DRIVE-AWAY, INC., 2800 West Lexing- 
ton Avenue, Elkhart, Ind. 46514. Appli- 
cant’s representative: Robert G. Tessar 
(same address as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Clay and clay products, 
from Paris, Tenn., and Olmsted, Ill., to 
points in the United States (excluding 
Aleska and Hawaii). Note: If a hearing 
is deemed necessary, applicant requests 
it be held at Memphis, Tenn. 

No. MC 103993 (Sub-No. 349), filed 
November 6, 1968. Applicant: MORGAN 
DRIVE-AWAY, INC., 2800 West Lexing- 
ton Avenue, Elkhart, Ind. 46514: Appli- 
cant’s representative: Robert G. Tes- 
Sar (same address as applicant). Au- 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Trailers de- 
signed to be drawn by passenger auto- 
mobiles, from points in Adams County, 
Colo., to points in the United States, ex- 
cluding Alaska and Hawaii, and (2) 
Pickup campers, from points in Adams 
County, Colo., to points in Alabama, 
Arkansas, California, Connecticut, Dela- 
ware, Florida, Georgia, Idaho, Illinois, 
Indiana, Iowa, Kentucky, Louisiana, 
Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, Michi- 
gan, Minnesota, Mississippi, Missouri, 
Montana, Nevada, New Hampshire, New 
Jersey, New York, North Carolina, North 
Dakota, Ohio, Oklahoma, Oregon, Penn- 
sylvania, Rhode Island, South Carolina, 
South Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Ver- 
mont, Virginia, Washington, West Vir- 
ginia, Wisconsin, and Alaska. Note: If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Denver, Colo. 

No. MC 105375 (Sub-No. 39), filed No- 
vember 4, 1968. Applicant: DAHLEN 
TRANSPORT OF IOWA, INC., 1680 
Fourth Avenue, Newport, Minn. Appli- 
cant’s representative: Leonard A. Jas- 
kiewicz, 1155 15th Street NW., Wash- 
ington, D.C. 20005. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Anhydrous ammonia, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, (1) from Mid-America 
Pipeline Co. terminals, located at or near 
Whiting. Early, and Garner, Iowa, to 
points in Illinois, Iowa, Minnesota, Ne- 
braska, North Dakota, South Dakota, and 
Wisconsin, (2) from Mid-America Pipe- 
line Co. terminals located at or near 
Greenwood, Nebr., to points in Colorado, 
Iowa, Missouri, Kansas, Nebraska, South 
Dakota, and Wyoming, restricted to the 
transportation of shipments which origi- 
nate at the facilities of the Mid-America 
Pipeline Co. located at or near Green- 
wood, Nebr., and destined to points in 
the named destination States. Nore: If 
a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Omaha, Nebr. 

No. MC 105375 (Sub-No. 40), filed No- 
vember 5, 1968. Applicant: DAHLEN 
TRANSPORT OF IOWA, INC., 1680 
Fourth Avenue, Newport, Minn. 55055. 
Applicant’s representative: Leonard A. 
Jaskiewicz, 1155 15th Street NW., Wash- 


NOTICES 


ington, D.C. 20005. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: (1) Anhydrous ammonia, in bulk, 
fertilizer and fertilizer materials, liquid 
or dry, in bulk, from the plantsite of 
Sinclair Petro-chemicals, Inc., at or near 
Fort Madison, Iowa, to points in Arkan- 
sas and Tennessee, and (2) fertilizer and 
fertilizer materials, dry, in bags, from the 
plantsite of Sinclair Petro-chemicals, 
Inc., at or near Fort Madison, Iowa, to 
points in Arkansas, Illinois, Indiana, 
Kansas, Kentucky, Michigan, Minnesota, 
Missouri, Nebraska, North Dakota, Ohio, 
South Dakota, Tennessee, and Wiscon- 
sin. Note: If a hearing is deemed neces- 
sary, applicant requests it be held at 
Chicago, Ill. 

No. MC 106398 (Sub-No. 371) (Amend- 
ment), filed September 30, 1968, pub- 
lished in the FEepERAL REGIsTER, issue of 
November 15, 1968, and republished as 
amended this issue. Applicant: NA- 
TIONAL TRAILER CONVOY, INC., 1925 
National Plaza, Tulsa, Okla. 74151. Ap- 
plicant’s representative: Irvin Tull (same 
address as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Trailers, designed to be drawn by 
passenger automobiles, buildings in sec- 
tions, mounted on wheeled undercar- 
riages and campers, from points in Ore- 
gon, to points in Washington, California, 
Arizona, Nevada, Utah, Idaho, Montana, 
Wyoming, Colorado, and New Mexico 
(except from points in Yamhill County, 
Bend, and Beaverton, Oreg., to points in 
the above-specified destinations; also 
except from Pendleton, Oreg., to points 
in Colorado, Montana, and Wyoming; 
and also except from McNary, Oreg., and 
points within 20 miles thereof, to points 
in Washington, Arizona, Nevada, Utah, 
Montana, Wyoming, Colorado, and New 
Mexico). Notre: The purpose of this 
republication is to redescribe a portion 
of the commodity description. Common 
control and dual operations may be in- 
volved. If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Portland, 
Oreg. 

No. MC 106398 (Sub-No. 375), filed 
November 5, 1968. Applicant: NATIONAL 
TRAILER CONVOY, -INC., 1925 National 
Plaza, Tulsa, Okla. 74151. Applicant’s 
representative: Irvin Tull (same address 
as applicant). Authority sought to op- 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Trailers, designed to be drawn by 
passenger automobiles, and buildings, in 
sections, equipped with hitchball con- 
nector, from points in Holmes County, 
Miss., to points in the United States (ex- 
cept Alaska and Hawaii) . Nore: Common 
control and dual operations may be in- 
volved. If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Jackson, 
Miss. 

No. MC 106398 (Sub-No. 376), filed 
November 5, 1968. Applicant: NATIONAL 
TRAILER CONVOY, INC., 1925 National 
Plaza, Tulsa, Okla. 74151. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Trailers, designed to be 


drawn by passenger automobiles, and 
buildings, in sections, equipped with 
hitchball connector, from points in 
Faulkner County, Ark., to points in the 
United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii). Notre: Common control and 
dual operations may be involved. If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Little Rock, Ark 

No. MC 106398 (Sub-No. 377), filed 
November 5, 1968. Applicant: NA- 
TIONAL TRAILER CONVOY, INC., 
1925 National Plaza, Tulsa, Okla. 74151. 
Authority sought to operate as a com- 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir- 
regular routes, transporting: Trailers, 
designed to be drawn by passenger auto- 
mobiles, and buildings, in sections, 
equipped with hitchball connector, from 
points in Robeson and Cabarrus Coun- 
ties, N.C., to points in the United States 
(except Alaska and Hawaii). NoTE: Com- 
mon control and dual operations may be 
involved. If a hearing is deemed neces- 
sary, applicant requests it be held at 
Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 107295 (Sub-No. 140), filed 
November 10, 1968. Applicant: PRE-FAB 
TRANSIT CO., a corporation, 100 South 
Main Street, Farmer City, Ill. 61842. Ap- 
plicant’s representative: Mack Stephen- 
son, 301 Building, 301 North Second 
Street, Springfield, Ill. 62702. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Fencing, posts, cloth, net- 
ting, fabric, gates, ties, wire and wire 
products, lath and related wire speciali- 
ties, including accessories, fittings and 
parts incidental to the completion, erec- 
tion and installation thereof, from Craw- 
fordsville, Ind., to points in Arkansas, 
Illinois, Iowa, Kentucky, Michigan, Mis- 
souri, Mississippi, Ohio, Tennessee, and 
Wisconsin. Nore: If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Indianapolis, Ind., or Chicago, Il. 

No. MC 107295 (Sub-No. 141), filed 
November 10, 1968. Applicant: PRE-FAB 
TRANSIT CoO., a corporation, 100 South 
Main Street, Farmer City, Ill. 61842. Ap- 
plicant’s representative: Mack Stephen- 
son, 301 Building, 301 North Second 
Street, Springfield, Ill. 62702. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Heating and cooling sys- 
tems, including accessories, parts and 
fittings incidental to completion, erec- 
tion and installation~-thereof, from Pe- 
quannock, N.J., to points in the United 
States (except Washington, Oregon, Cal- 
ifornia, Arizona, Utah, Nevada, Idaho, 
Hawaii, and Alaska). Nore: Applicant 
states it will tack at a point of origin, 
Pequannock, N.J., with existing author- 
ity when feasible. If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 107295 (Sub-No. 143), filed 
November 18, 1968. Applicant: PRE-FAB 
TRANSIT CoO., a corporation, 100 South 
Main Street, Farmer City, Ill. 61842. 
Applicant’s representative: Mack Ste- 
phenson, 301 Building, 301 North Second 
Street, Springfield, Ill. 62702. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
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transporting: Pipe, tubing and fittings, 
including accessories and parts inci- 
dental to the completion, erection and 
installation thereof, from Sharon and 
Wheatland, Pa., to points in the United 
States (except Washington, Oregon, 
California, Idaho, Nevada, Utah, Ari- 
zona, Alaska and Hawaii). Note: If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Pittsburgh, Pa., 
or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 107496 (Sub-No. 690), filed 
November 8, 1968. Applicant: RUAN 
TRANSPORT CORPORATION, Keosau- 
qua Way at Third, Post Office Box 855, 
Des Moines, Iowa 50304. Applicant’s rep- 
resentative: H. L. Fabritz (same address 
as applicant). Authority sought to oper- 
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve- 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Salt, in bulk, from the plantsite and stor- 
age facilities of Cargill, Inc., located in 
Scott County, Iowa, to points in Iowa, 
that part of Illinois on the north of US. 
Highway 36, that part of Wisconsin on 
and south of U.S. Highway 16, and on and 
west of U.S. Highway 51. Nore: If a hear- 
ing is deemed necessary, applicant, re- 
quests it be held at Des Moines, Iowa, or 
Minneapolis, Minn. 

No. MC 107515 (Sub-No. 630), filed 
November 13, 1968. Applicant: REFRIG- 
ERATED TRANSPORT CO., INC., Post 
Office Box 10799, Station A, Atlanta, Ga. 
30310. Applicant’s representative: B. L. 
Gundlach (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Sodium hypochlo- 
rite solution, in plastic bottles, in cartons, 
from Atlanta, Ga., to points in Ken- 
tucky, east of U.S. Highway 431; points 
in Tennessee, east of U.S. Highway 231, 
and Nashville, Tenn., and its commercial 
zone. Note: If a hearing is deemed nec- 
essary, applicant requests it be held at 
Atlanta, Ga. 

No. MC 108435 (Sub-No. 22), filed 
October 31, 1968. Applicant: OSCAR C. 
RADKE, doing business as RADKE 
TRANSIT, 730 South 17th Avenue, 
Wausau, Wis. 54401. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: Claude J. Jasper, 111 South 
Fairchild Street, Madison, Wis. 53703. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Animal and 
poultry feed and animal and poultry 
feed concentrates, from Davenport and 
Clinton, Iowa, to points in Wisconsin and 
that part of Illinois on and north of 
U.S. Highway 136, (2) animal and 
poultry feed, from Minneapolis, Minn., 
to points in Forest and Langlade Coun- 
ties, Wis., (3) steel shot, from points in 
Ohio to points in Iowa, Kansas, Minne- 
sota, and Wisconsin, (4) abrasive grain, 
from points in New York to points in 
Iowa, Kansas, Minnesota, and Wiscon- 
sin, (5) metal fans and ventilators, from 
points in Marathon County, Wis., to 
points in Connecticut, Delaware, Illinois, 
Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, 
Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, Michi- 
gan, Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, 
New Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, 
North Dakota, Ohio, Pennsylvania, 
Rhode Island, South Dakota, and Ver- 
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mont, (6) metal frames and panels, from 
points in Marathon County, Wis., to 
points in Connecticut, Delaware, Illinois, 
Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, 
Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, Michi- 
gan, Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, 
New Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, 
North Dakota, Ohio, Pennsylvania, 
Rhode Island, South Dakota, and Ver- 
mont; (7) paper machine rolls and 
paper mill machinery, for repair and/or 
refinishing, between points in Michigan, 
Minnesota, Illinois, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Marathon County, 
Wis., (8) malt and carbonated beverages 
and, advertising and promotional mate- 
rials in connection therewith, from the 
St. Paul-Minneapolis commercial zone, 
as defined by the Commission to points 
in Lincoln, Marathon, Oneida, Portage, 
Wood, and Vilas Counties, Wis., (9) sup- 
plies and machinery for fabricating 
granite and stone when moving with 
loads of granite, from points in Ver- 
mont, to points in Marathon County, 
Wis., (10) supplies for fabricating granite 
and stone when moving with loads of 
granite, from points in Minnesota to 
points in Marathon County, Wis., (11) 
rough and manufactured granite, from 
points in Grant and Codington Counties, 
S. Dak., to points in Wisconsin, (12) 
ground limestone, from Quincy, IIl., to 
Green Bay, Wis., and St. Cloud, Minn., 
(13) rough and manufactured granite, 
from points in Minnesota and South 
Dakota to points in Mlinois, Indiana, 
Michigan, and Ohio, and (14) animal 
and potltry feed, in bags, (1) from 
Minneapolis, Minn., to points in Barron, 
Burnett, Chippewa, Clark, Dodge, 
Douglas, Dunn, Eau Claire, Fond du Lac, 
Green Lake, Lincoln, Marathon, 
Ozaukee, Portage, Marquette, Rusk, 
Sawyer, Sheboygan, Taylor, Washburn, 
Washington, and Wood Counties, Wis., 
and (2) to points in Calumet, Manitowoc, 
Waupaca, and Winnebago Counties, Wis., 
which are more than 75 miles from Cole- 
man, Wis. Note: Applicant states there 
is a remote possibility applicant could 
tack at Marathon County, Wis., and no 
other tacking is proposed. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Madison, Wis., or Chicago, 
Tl. 

No. MC 110193 (Sub-No. 164) (Cor- 
rection), filed October 23, 1968, pub- 
lished in Feperat Recister issue of 
November 15, 1968, and republished as 
corrected this issue. Applicant: SAFE- 
WAY TRUCK LINES, INC., 20450 Ire- 
land Road, Post Office Box 2628, South 
Bend, Ind. 46613. Applicant’s representa- 
tive: William J. Monheim (same address 
as applicant). Authority sought to oper- 
ate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: (1) Confectionery, cocoa, chocolate 
and chocolate compounds, and related 
chocolate or cocoa products, in vehicles 
equipped with mechanical refrigeration 
and (2) materials and supplies used in 
the manufacture or distribution of the 
commodities named in (1) above, when 
moving in mixed loads with said com- 
modities, (1) between Fulton, Oswego, 
and Syracuse, N.Y., on the one hand, 


17825 


and, on the other, Burlington, Wis., (2) 
from Burlington, Wis., to Springfield, 
Mass., Pittsburgh and Philadelphia, Pa., 
Lincoln, Nebr., Kansas City, Mo., Denver, 
Colo., New York, N.Y., and (3) from 
Fulton, Oswego, and Syracuse, N.Y., to 
St. Louis, Mo. Note: The purpose of 
this republication is to reflect Lincoln, 
Nebr., Kansas City, Mo., Denver, Colo., 
and New York, N.Y., as destination 
points in (2) above, which were in- 
advertently omitted in previous pub- 
lication. If a hearing is deemed neces- 
sary, applicant requests it be held at 
New York, N.Y., or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 110420 (Sub-No. 574), filed 
November 4, 1968. Applicant: QUALITY 
CARRIERS, INC., 100 South Calumet 
Street, Burlington, Wis. 53105. Appli- 
cant’s representative: Allan B. Torhorst, 
Post Office Box 339, Burlington, Wis. 
53105. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Vege- 
table oils and blends thereof, in bulk, 
from Louisville, Ky., to points in Kansas 
and (2) frozen foods from Duluth, Minn., 
to points in Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Ken- 
tucky, Michigan, Missouri, and Ohio. 
Note: Applicant states it could tack at 
Kansas City, Kans., to serve other desti- 
nation, however, tacking is not intended. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli- 
cant requests it be held at Louisville, Ky., 
Chicago, Ill., or Madison, Wis. 

No. MC 110683 (Sub-No. 51), filed 
November 5, 1968. Applicant: SMITH’S 
TRANSFER CORPORATION OF 
STAUNTON, VA., Post Office Box 1000, 
Staunton, Va. 24401. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: James W. Lawson, 1000 16th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20036. Au- 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Iron and steel 
articles, from the plant or warehouse 
sites of Continental Steel Corp., located 
in Howard County, Ind., to points in the 
United States on and east of U.S. High- 
way 85, and (2) materials, equipment, 
and supplies, used in the manufacture 
and processing of iron and steel articles, 
from points in the United States on and 
east of U.S. Highway 85, to-the plant or 
warehouse sites of Continental Steel 
Corp., located in Howard County, Ind. 
Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Washing- 
ton; D.C. 

No. MC 111170 (Sub-No. 126) , filed No- 
vember 1, 1968. Applicant: WHEELING 
PIPE LINE, INC., Post Office Box 1718, 
El Dorado, Ark. 71730. Applicant’s rep- 
resentative: Thomas Harper Post Office 
Box 43, Fort Smith, Ark. 72901. Author- 
ity sought to operate as a common car- 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Dry chemicals, 
in bulk, from the plantsite or storage 
facilities of the Monsanto Co., at or near 
El Dorado, Ark., to points in Alabama, 
Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana, 
Mississippi, Oklahoma, South Carolina, 
Tennessee, and Texas (except Houston 
and those points within a radius of 50 
miles thereof); and (2) fertilizers and 
fertlizer ingredients, from the plantsite 
or storage facilities of the Monsanto Co., 
at or near El Dorado, Ark., to points in 
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Texas. Restriction: Any authority 
granted herein shall be restricted to the 
transportation of traffic originating at 
the above-described plantsite and against 
the tacking of this authority with any 
other authority now or hereafter granted 
applicant, either at the point of origin 
or points of destination, and restricted 
against the interlining or interchange of 
any traffic with other carriers at such 
points. Nore: If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 113362 (Sub-No. 154), filed Oc- 
tober 28, 1968. Applicant: ELLSWORTH 
FREIGHT LINES, INC., 310 East Broad- 
way, Eagle Grove, Iowa 50533. Appli- 
cant’s representative: Donald L. Stern, 
630 City National Bank Building, Omaha, 
Nebr. 68102. Authority sought to operate 
as a@ common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Meats, meat products, meat byproducts, 
and articles distributed by meat pack- 
inghouses, as described in sections A and 
C of Appendix I to the report in Descrip- 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 
M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except hides and 
commodities in bulk), (1) from Austin, 
Minn., to points in Virginia; and (2) 
from Des Moines, Iowa, and Fremont, 
Nebr., to points in Ohio, West Virginia, 
Virginia, Delaware, Maryland, New Jer- 
sey, New York, Connecticut, Massachu- 
setts, Rhode Island, New Hampshire, 
Vermont, Maine, Pennsylvania, and the 
District of Columbia, restricted to traf- 
fic originating at the plantsite and/or 
warehouse facilities of Geo. A. Hormel & 
Co., Austin, Minn., and Fremont, Nebr., 
and the plantsite and/or warehouse fa- 
cilities of the I. D. Packing Co., Des 
Moines, Iowa, and restricted to traffic 
destined to the above-named States. 
Norte: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Omaha, 
Nebr.; Minneapolis, Minn., or Des Moines, 
Iowa. 

No. MC 113459 (Sub-No. 50), filed No- 
vember 4, 1968. Applicant: H. J. JEF- 
FRIES TRUCK LINE, INC., Post Office 
Drawer 94850, 4720 South Shields Build- 
ing, Oklahoma City, Okla. 73109. Appli- 
cant’s representative: James W. High- 
tower, 136 Wynnewood Professional 
Building, Dallas Tex. 75224. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Lumber, from points in 
New Mexico, except McKinley and Otero 
Counties, N. Mex., to points in Iowa, 
Michigan, Minnesota, Ohio, Pennsyl- 
vania, and West Virginia. Note: Appli- 
cant states no duplicating authority is 
sought. If a hearing is deemed neces- 
sary, applicant requests it be held at 
Albuquerque, N. Mex. 

No. MC 113784 (Sub-No. 33), filed No- 
vember 6, 1968. Applicant: CANAL 
CARTAGE (1968) LIMITED, Post Office 
Box 430, Hagersville, Ontario, Canada. 
Applicant’s representative: William J. 
Hirsch, 43 Niagara Street, Buffalo, N-Y. 

14202. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Dry car- 
bon paste, in dump vehicles, from ports 
of entry on the international boundary 
between the United States and Canada 
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at or near Buffalo, N.Y., to Ashtabula, 
Ohio. Note: Common control may be 
involved. If a hearing is deemed neces- 
sary, applicant requests it be held at 
Buffalo, N.Y. 

No. MC 114004 (Sub-No. 68), filed No- 
vember 1, 1968. Applicant: CHANDLER 
TRAILER CONVOY, INC., 8828 New 
Benton Highway, Little Rock, Ark. 72204. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Trailers designed 
to be drawn by passenger automobiles, in 
initial movements, in truckaway serv- 
ice, and relocatable classrooms and other 
sectionalized buildings, from points in 
Franklin County, Va., to points in Louisi- 
ana, Minnesota, and points in the United 
States on and east of a line beginning 
at the mouth of the Mississippi River to 
its junction with the western boundary of 
Itasca County, Minn., thence northward 
along the western boundaries of Itasca 
and Koochiching Counties, Minn., to the 
international boundary line between the 
United States and Canada. Note: If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Richmond, Va. 

No. MC 115523 (Sub-No. 150), filed 
November 4, 1968. Applicant: CLARK 
TANK LINES COMPANY, a corpora- 
tion, 1450 North Beck Street, Salt Lake 
City, Utah 84116. Applicant’s representa- 
tives: J. Moroni Stoof (same address as 
applicant), and John W. Longmire 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Petroleum and petroleum 
products, in bulk, from Boise, Idaho, and 
points within 10 miles, to points in Ore- 
gon; and, damaged, defective, rejected, 
or returned shipments, on return. NoTE: 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli- 
cant requests it be held at Boise, Idaho, 
or Salt Lake City, Utah. 

No. MC 116630 (Sub-No. 2), filed No- 
vember 1, 1968. Applicant: WILLIAM 
FASICK, doing business as FASICK 
TRUCKING COMPANY, Route 206, 
Bordentown, N.J. Applicant’s representa- 
tive: Bert Collins, 140 Cedar Street, New 
York, N.Y. 10006. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Animal and poultry feed, in bulk, 
in hopper vehicles, from Wilmington, 
Del., to points in New Jersey (except 
Burlington, Ocean, Monmouth, Mercer, 
Atlantic, Cumberland, Salem, and Glou- 
cester Counties, N.J.). Notre: If a hear- 
ing is deemed necessary, applicant re- 
quests it be held at Washington, D.C., or 
Philadelphia, Pa. 

No. MC 117815 (Sub-No. 138), filed 
November 7, 1968. Applicant: PULLEY 
FREIGHT LINES, INC., 405 Southeast 
20th Street, Des Moines, Iowa 50317. Ap- 
plicant’s representative: William A. 
Landau, 1451 East Grand Avenue, Des 
Moines, Iowa 50306. Authority sought to 

operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Meats, meat products, meat byprod- 
ucts, and articles distributed by meat 
packinghouses, as described in sections 
A and C of Appendix I to the report in 
Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi- 
cates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except 
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hides and commodities in bulk), from 
the plantsite of Oscar Mayer & Co., at 
Perry, Iowa, to Louisville, Ky., Kansas 
City, Kans., and points in Missouri. Re- 
striction: Restricted to the transporta- 
tion of traffic originating at the described 
plantsite. Nore: If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Des Moines, Iowa. ‘ 

No. MC 118959 (Sub-No. 37) (Amend- 
ment), filed August 1, 1968, published 
FEDERAL REGISTER issue of August 22, 
1968, amended October 24, 1968, and re- 
published as amended this issue. Appli- 
cant: JERRY LIPPS, INC., 130 South 
Frederick Street, Cape Girardeau, Mo. 
63701. Applicant’s representative: A. S. 
Dunn, 3805 Mobile Highway, Pensacola, 
Fla. 32505. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Paper and paper products, (a) from 
Jacksonville and points in Escanbia 
County, Fla., to points in Alabama, Ar- 
kansas, Arizona, Georgia, Kentucky, Ili- 
nois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Louisiana, 
Mississippi, Michigan, Missouri, Minne- 
sota, North Carolina, New Mexico, New 
York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, South Caro- 
lina, Tennessee, Texas, Virginia, West 
Virginia, and Wisconsin, and (b) from 
points in Escanbia County, Fla., to Jack- 
sonville, Fla., (2) paper and paper prod- 
ucts, from Palatka, Fla., and the plant- 
site of St. Regis Paper Co., located at or 
near Ferguson, Miss., to points in the 
destination States sought in (1) (a) 
above and points in Florida, (3) equip- 
ment, materials, and supplies, used or 
useful in the processing and/or manu- 
facture of paper and paper products 
(except commodities in bulk), (a) from 
the destination territory described in (1) 
(a) and (2) above to points in Escanbia 
County, Jacksonville, and Palatka, Fla., 
and the plantsite of the St. Regis Paper 
Co., located at or near Ferguson, Miss.; 
and (b) from Jacksonville, Fla., to points 
in Escambia County, Fla. Note: Appli- 
cant holds contract carrier authority un- 
der Docket No. MC 125664,, therefore, 
dual operations may be involved. The 
purpose of this republication is to more 
clearly set forth the proposed operation. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli- 
cant requests it be held at Pensacola or 
Jacksonville, Fla., or St. Louis, Mo. 

No. MC 119384 (Sub-No. 17), filed No- 
vember 7, 1968. Applicant: MORTON 
TRUCK LINES, INC., 101 West Willis 
Avenue, Perry, Iowa 50220. Applicant’s 
representative: William A. Landau, 1451 
East Grand Avenue, Des Moines, Iowa 
50306. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Iron 
and steel articles, from the plantsites, 
shipping points, and warehouses of Con- 
tinental Steel Corp., located in Howard 
County, Ind., to points in the Conti- 
nental United States on and east of U.S. 
Highway 85; and (2) materials, equip- 
ment, and supplies, used in the manu- 
facture and processing of iron and steel 
articles, from points in the Continental 
United States on and east of U.S. High- 
way 85, to the plantsites, shipping points, 
and warehouses of Continental Steel 
Corp., located in Howard County, Ind. 









* 















Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at In- 
dianapolis, Ind., or Chicago, Il. 

No. MC 119531 (Sub-No 97), filed No- 
vember 4, 1968. Applicant: DIECK- 
BRADER EXPRESS, INC., 5391 Wooster 
Road, Cincinnati, Ohio 45226. Applicant’s 
representative: Charles W. Singer, 33 
North Dearborn Street, Suite 1625, Chi- 
cago, Ill. 60602. Authority sought to oper- 
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve- 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Plastic containers, from Dundee, Mich., 
to points in Illinois and Ohio. Note: If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Chicago, Ill., or 
Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 123389 (Sub-No. 9), filed No- 
vember 12, 1968. Applicant: CROUSE 
CARTAGE COMPANY, a corporation, 
Post Office Box 151, Carroll, Iowa 51401. 
Applicant’s representative: William S. 
Rosen, 630 Osborn Building, St. Paul, 
Minn. 55102. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Meat, meat products, meat byproducts, 
and articles distributed by meat packing- 
houses, as described in sections A and C 
of Appendix I, to the report in Descrip- 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 
M.C.C. 209 and 766, (except hides and 
commodities in bulk), from the plantsite 
and/or cold storage facilities utilized by 
Wilson & Co., Inc., at or near Cherokee, 
Iowa, to Kansas City and St. Joseph, Mo., 
and Kansas City, Kans., restricted to the 
transportation of traffic originating at 
the above-specified plantsite and/or 
cold storage facilities, and destined to 
the above-specified destination point. 
Norte: Applicant states that the authority 
sought herein could be tacked with ap- 
plicant’s existing authority. If a hearing 
is deemed necessary, applicant requests 
it be held at Des Moines, Iowa, or Omaha, 
Nebr. 


No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. 44), filed 
November 5, 1968. Applicant: SAWYER 
TRANSPORT, INC., 2424 Minnehaha, 
Avenue, Minneapolis, Minn. 55404. Appli- 
cant’s representative: Alan Foss, 502 
First National Bank Building, Fargo, 
N. Dak. 58102. Authority sought to op- 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve- 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Roofing and building materials, and ma- 
terials used in the installation and appli- 
cation of such commodities (except iron 
and steel, and commodities in bulk), 
from the plantsite of Certainteed Prod- 
ucts Corp., at East St. Louis, Ill., to points 
in Arkansas, Mississippi, and Tennessee. 
Norte: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at St. Louis, 
Mo. 

No. MC 125161 (Sub-No. 11), filed 
November 10, 1968. Applicant: UNITED 
FREIGHTWAYS, INC., 671 Chestnut 
Street, North Andover, Mass. 01845. Ap- 
plicant’s representative: George C. 
O’Brien, 15 Court Square, Boston, Mass. 
02108. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Animal 
grain feed, in bulk, in tank vehicles, (1) 
from Dighton and Mansfield, Mass., to 
points in New Hampshire, Vermont, 
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Connecticut, Rhode Island, and New 
York and (2) from Cranston, R.I., to 
points in New Hampshire, Vermont, 
Connecticut, Massachusetts, and New 
York, under contract with Lockwood 


“Nutrition Service, Inc., Boston, Mass. 


Norte: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Boston, 
Mass., or Providence, R.I. 

No. MC 125216 (Sub-No. 3), filed 
November 6, 1968. Applicant: OWENS 
TRUCKMEN, INC., 185 Concord Street, 
Brooklyn, New York, N.Y. Applicant’s 
representative: Edward F. Bowes, 744 
Broad Street, Newark, N.J. 07102. Au- 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Such merchandise 
as is dealt in by department stores, be- 
tween New York, N.Y., and stores and 
warehouses of Abraham & Straus in 
Woodbridge, N.J., under contract with 
Abraham & Straus. Nore: Applicant 
states it would tack at New York, N.Y., 
to points in New York. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at New York, N.Y. 

No. 125506 (Sub-No. 9), (Correction), 
filed October 28, 1968, published FEDERAL 
REGISTER issue of November 7, 1968, re- 
published as corrected this issue. Ap- 
plicant: JOSEPH ELETTO TRANSFER, 
INC., 31 West St. Marks Place, Valley 
Stream, N.Y. 11580. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: Morris Honig, 150 Broadway, 
New York, N.Y. 10038. Authority sought 
to operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Such Merchandise as it dealt in by 
retail department stores, and, advertis- 
ing and display materials, in a store to 
store, warehouse to store, and store to 
warehouse transfer service, between 
New York, N.Y., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, Short Hills, N.Y., under con- 
tract with Bonwit-Teller, of New York, 
N.Y. Note: The purpose of this republi- 
cation is to include the territory in au- 
thority sought, which was inadvertently 
omitted from previous publication. If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at New York, N.Y., or 
Newark, N.J. 

No. MC 125550 (Sub-No. 6), filed No- 
vember 4 ,1968. Applicant: THE HELLER 
COMPANY, a corporation, 200 Chestnut 
Avenue, Altoona, Pa. 16603. Applicant’s 
representative: Arthur J. Diskin, 806 
Frick Building, Pittsburgh, Pa. 15219. 
Authority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Electrical fir- 
tures, metal housewares and houseware 
products, and metal utility buildings, 
knocked down, from Altoona, Pa., to 
points in Virginia, West Virginia, Ken- 
tucky, and Maryland; and (2) materials 
used in the manufacture of the above- 
specified commodities, on return; under 
contract with Stanley Electric Manu- 
facturing Co., of Altoona, Pa. Note: If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Washington, D.C., 
or Pittsburgh, Pa. 

No. MC 126679 (Sub-No. 5), filed No- 
vember 6, 1968. Applicant: DENNIS 
TRUCK LINES, INC., 701 Mosley Street, 
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Vidalia, Ga. 30474. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: Ariel V. Conlin, 626 Fulton 
National Bank Building, Atlanta, Ga. 
30303. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Lumber, 
from points in Florida to points in 
Georgia. Note: If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Atlanta or Macon, Ga. 

No. MC 127042 (Sub-No. 27) (Correc- 
tion), filed October 28, 1968, published 
in the FEDERAL REGISTER issue of Novem- 
ber 15, 1968, corrected, and republished 
as corrected, this issue. Applicant: 
HAGEN, INC., 4120 Floyd Boulevard, 
Post Office Box 6, Leeds Station, Sioux 
City, Iowa 51108. Applicant’s representa- 
tive: Joseph W. Harvey (same address as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehiéle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Meats, 
meat products, and meat byproducts, and 
articles distributed by meat packing- 
houses, as described in sections A and C 
of Appendix I to the report in Descrip- 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 
M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except hides and 
commodities in bulk), from West Point, 
Nebr., to points in the Chicago, Il., com- 
mercial zone, as defined by the Commis- 
sion, and points in Wisconsin (except 
points in Lafayette, Grant, and Craw- 
ford Counties) , Kansas, and Missouri, re- 
stricted to traffic originating at the 
plantsite of Iowa Beef Packers, Inc. 
Nore: Applicant states it does not intend 
to tack. The purpose of this republication 
is to include Wisconsin as a destination 
State and show that exceptions are lo- 
cated in Wisconsin, in lieu of Kansas, as 
shown in previous publication. If a hear- 
ing is deemed necessary, applicant re- 
quests it be held at Omaha, Nebr., cr 
Minneapolis, Minn. 

No. MC 127450 (Sub-No. 4), filed No- 
vember 3, 1968. Applicant: T. G. GAR- 
LAND, doing business as B & W 
FREIGHT LINES, 200 North Buchanan 
Street, Post Office Box 2884, Amarillo, 
Tex. 79105. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over regular routes, transporting: Gen- 
eral commodities, except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, com- 
modities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment, between Amarillo, 
Tex., and Clinton Sherman Air Force 
Base, Okla., from Amarillo, over US. 
Highway 66 and Interstate Highway 40, 
to junction of such highways and Okla- 
homa Highway 44, thence over Oklahoma 
Highway 44 to Clinton Sherman Air 
Force Base, and return over the same 
routes, serving the termini and all points 
in Oklahoma on such routes, and the off- 
route point of Norrick, Tex. Nore: If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Amarillo or Lub- 
bock, Tex. 

No. MC 127557 (Sub-No. 11) (Correc- 
tion), filed October 21, 1968, published 
in the FrepERAL REGISTER issue Novem- 
ber 7, 1968, corrected and republished as 
corrected this issue. Applicant: COM- 
MERCIAL TRANSPORTATION, INC., 
833 Warner Street SW., Atlanta, Ga. 


30310. Applicant’s representative: Virgil 
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H. Smith, 431 Title Building, Atlanta, 
Ga. 30303. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Malt 
beverages, (a) from Evansville, Ind., to 
points in Georgia; and (b) from Cumber- 
land, Md., to Atlanta, Ga., and Jackson- 
ville and Miami, Fla. Nore: Common 
control may be involved. Applicant states 
it does not intend to tack. The purpose or 
this republication is to reflect Jackson- 
ville, Fla., in lieu of Jackson, Fla., as 
shown in previous publication. If a hear- 
ing is deemed necessary, applicant re- 
quests it be held at Atlanta, Ga. 

No. MC 127608 (Sub-No. 1), filed No- 
vember 6, 1968. Applicant: B-BROTH- 
ERS CARTAGE, INC., Box 21, Blue Is- 
land, Ill. 60406. Applicant’s representa- 
tive: Robert H. Levy, 29 South La Salle 
Street, Chicago, Ill. 60603. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Telephone’ directories, 
telephone directory pages (signatures), 
folded edges cut or uncut, in packages 
or on skids, from Dwight, Ill., to points 
in Michigan, Ohio, Indiana, Kentucky, 
Missouri, Iowa, and Wisconsin. NoTE: 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli- 
cant requests it be held at Chicago, Ill. 

No. 127614 (Sub-No. 4), filed November 
7, 1968. Applicant: TANNERS TRANS- 
PORTATION, INC., 400 West 14th Street, 
New York, N.Y. 10014. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: Charles J. Williams, 47 Lin- 
coln Park, Newark, N.J. 07102. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Hides and skins, (1) from 
points in Georgia, Illinois, Iowa, Missis- 
sippi, Michigan, Minnesota, Nebraska, 
Ohio, Pennsylvania, and Tennessee, to 
Newark, N.J., Wilmington, Del., Detroit, 
Mich., Peabody and Boston, Mass., 
Gloversville, Johnstown, Buffalo, and 
Niagara Falls, N.Y., and points in Vir- 
ginia, and (2) from New York, N.Y., to 
Newark, N.J., under contract with Frank 
J. Schwab Associates, Inc., of New York, 
N.Y. Norte: If a hearing is deemed neces- 
sary, applicant requests it be held at New 
York, N.Y., or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 127774 (Sub-No. 1), filed 
November 7, 1968. Applicant: HAINES 
TRANSPORT, INC., Post Office Box 207, 
Greenfield, Iowa 50849. Applicant’s rep- 
resentative: William L. Fairbank, 610 
Hubbell Building, Des Moines, Iowa 
50309. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Anhy- 
drous ammonia, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from the terminals located on the am- 
monia pipeline of Mid-America Pipeline 
Co., located at or near Whiting, Early, 
and Garner, Iowa, to points in Illinois, 
Iowa, Minnesota, Nebraska, North Da- 
kota, South Dakota, and Wisconsin, re- 
stricted to the transportation of ship- 
ments which originate at the facilities of 
the Mid-America Pipeline Co., located at 
or near Whiting, Early, and Garner, 
Iowa, and destined to points in the named 
destination States. NoTEe: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Omaha, Nebr. 


NOTICES 


No. MC 128190 (Sub-No. 4), filed No- 
vember 8, 1968. Applicant: FREMONT 
CONTRACT CARRIERS, INC., Fremont, 
Nebr. Applicant’s representative: J. Max 
Harding, 605 South 14th Street, Post 
Office Box 2028, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. 
Authority sought to operate as a con- 
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir- 
regular routes, transporting: (1) (a) 
Metal buildings, from the plantsite of 
Stormor, Inc., at Fremont, Nebr., to 
points in the United States (except 
Alaska, Hawaii, and Washington, D.C.), 
and (b) component parts, equipment, 
materials, and supplies, used in the man- 
ufacture and distribution of cribs, silos, 
metal buildings, grain dryers, bins and 
tanks, from points in the United States 
(except Alaska, Hawaii, and Washing- 
ton, D.C.), to the plantsite of Stormor, 
Inc., at Fremont, Nebr., under a continu- 
ing contract with Stormor, Inc., Fre- 
mont, Nebr. and (2) component parts, 
equipment, materials and supplies, used 
in the manufacture and distribution of 
dump bodies, truck bodies, utility bodies, 
van bodies, camper bodies, truck bump- 
ers, truck hoists, truck racks, semitrail- 
ers, and hydraulic fifth wheels, from 
points in the United States (except 
Alaska, Hawaii, and Washington, D.C.), 
to the plantsite of Omaha Standard, Inc., 
at Council Bluffs, Iowa, under a contin- 
uing contract with Omaha Standard, 
Inc., of Council Bluffs, Iowa. NoTE: Ap- 
plicant states that it holds authority to 
transport all of the products manufac- 
tured by Stormor, Inc. (except metal 
buildings), from Fremont, Nebr., to 
points in the United States (except 
Alaska, Hawaii, and Washington, D.C.), 
and this portion of the application is 
solely for the purpose of adding one ad- 
ditional item now being produced by the 
supporting shipper. Applicant further 
states that it holds substantial existing 
authority to transport materials and 
supplies on return to both of the named 
contract shippers. This phase of the ap- 
plication is designed to broaden the re- 
turn authority. No duplicating authority 
is sought, so if this portion of the appli- 
cation is granted, applicant would be 
willing to have its existing return au- 
thority canceled. If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Omaha, Nebr. 

No. MC 128256 (Sub-No. 4), filed No- 
vember 4, 1968. Applicant: O. W. BLOS- 
SER, doing business as BLOSSER 
TRUCKING, 215 North Main Street, 
Middlebury, Ind. 46540. Applicant’s rep- 
resentative: Alki E. Scopelitis, 900 Circle 
Tower, Indianapolis, Ind. 46204. Author- 
ity sought to operate as a common car- 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Wooden mouldings, 
from the plant and warehouse sites of 
Middlebury Moulding, Inc., at or near 
Middlebury, Ind., to points in Arkansas, 
Illinois, Iowa, Kentucky, Michigan, Mis- 
souri, Ohio, Tennessee, and Wisconsin. 
Norte: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Indian- 
apolis, Ind., or Chicago, Il. 

No. MC 128313 (Sub-No. 2), filed 
October 28, 1968. Applicant: TEMPO 
TRUCKING, INC., 2101 Kenskill Avenue, 
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Washington Court House, Ohio 43160. 
Applicant’s representative: A. Charles 
Tell, 100 East Broad Street, Columbus, 
Ohio 43215. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Sus- 
pended meat, meat products, and meat 
byproducts, from points in Ilinois, 
Indiana, Iowa, Kentucky, Maryland, 
Michigan, Missouri, New Jersey, New 
York, Pennsylvania, Kansas, Virginia, 
and West Virginia, to the plantsite of 
the Sugar Creek Packing Co., Inc., 
Washington Court House, Ohio, under 
contract with Sugar Creek Packing Co., 
Inc. Note: If a hearing is deemed neces- 
sary, applicant requests it be held at 
Columbus, Ohio. 

No. MC 128909 (Sub-No. 8), filed 
October 24, 1968. Applicant: COM- 
MODORE CONTRACT CARRIERS, 
INC., 8712 West Dodge Road, Suite 4000, 
Omaha, Nebr. 68114. Applicant’s repre- 
sentatve: Donald L. Stern, 630 City Na- 
tional Bank Building, Omaha, Nebr. 
68102. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) House 
trailers designed to be drawn by pas- 
senger automobiles, buildings in sections 
mounted on wheeled undercarriages with 
hitchball connectors, pickup and tent 
campers, and motor homes; and (2) 
unrelated parts, appliances, furniture, 
and accessories when moving in the com- 
modities described in (1) above, (a) be- 
tween Carbon Hill, Ala., on the one 
hand, and on the other, points in 
Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Illinois, 
Indiana, Kentucky, Louisiana, Mary- 


land, Mississippi, Missouri, North 
Carolina, Ohio, Oklahoma, South 
Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, Virginia, 


West Virginia, and the District of Colum- 
bia; (b) between Corsicana, Tex., on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in the United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii) and ports of entry on the United 
States-Canada boundary in Michigan, 
Minnesota, Montana, New York, North 
Dakota, and Washington; (c) between 
Thomasville, Ga., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Alabama, Florida, 
Kentucky, Louisiana, Maryland, Missis- 
sippi, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
Tennessee, Virginia, West Virginia, and 
the District of Columbia; (d) between 
Bellefonte, Pa., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Connecticut, Dela- 
ware, Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, Maine, 
Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan, 
New Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, 
North Carolina, Ohio, Rhode Island, 
Tennessee, Vermont, Virginia, West Vir- 
ginia, Wisconsin, and the District of 
Columbia; (e) between Fort Worth, Tex., 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Alabama, Arkansas, Colorado, 
Florida, Georgia, Iowa, Kansas, 
Louisiana, Mississippi, Missouri, Ne- 
braska, New Mexico, North Carolina, 
Oklahoma, South Carolina, and Ten- 
nessee; (f) between Fort Worth and 
Corsicana, Tex., Bellefonte, Pa., Thomas- 
ville, Ga., and Carbon Hill, Ala., and 
(g) between the points listed in part 
(f) above, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, Falls City and North Bend, Nebr.; 


Arlington, Tenn., Hamilton, Haleyville, 
and Red Bay, Ala., Danville, Va., and 
Roseburg, Oreg. Restriction: (1) All 
service hereunder shall be limited to 
traffic originating or terminating at the 
plantsites of The Commodore Corp., its 
subsidiaries or divisions. Nore: If a 
shall be performed under continuing con- 
tracts wth The Commodore Corp., its 
subsidiaries or divisions. Note: If a 
hearing is deemed necéssary, applicant 
requests it be held at Omaha, Nebr. 

No. MC 129054 (Sub-No. 5), filed No- 
vember 4, 1968. Applicant: GILDER 
TRUCKING COMPANY, a corporation, 
280 Memorial Drive SW., Atlanta, Ga. 
30312. Applicant’s representative: Virgil 
H. Smith, 431 Title Building, Atlanta, 
Ga. 30303. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Poly- 
styrene forms and shapes, from points in 
Georgia, to points in the United States on 
and east of U.S. Highway 85. Norte: If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Atlanta, Ga. 

No. MC 129229 (Sub-No. 1), filed No- 
vember 4, 1968. Applicant: P & N 
TRUCKING CO., INC., 4010 Dell Avenue, 
North Bergen, N.J. 07047. Applicant’s 
representative: George A. Olsen, 69 Ton- 
nele Avenue, Jersey City, N.J. 07306. Au- 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Lead and zinc in- 
gots, copper wire, and sheets, (1) from 
piers in New York Harbor, N.Y., as de- 
fined by the Commission, to points in 
Connecticut, New Jersey, New York, 
Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, 
Chicopee Falls, Mass., and Providence, 
R.I., (2) from Philadelphia, Pa., piers to 
points in Pennsylvania, and (3) from 
Baltimore, Md., piers to points in Mary- 
land, restricted to shipments in (1) and 
(2) above having prior movement by 
water under contract with International 
Selling Corporation of New York, N.Y. 
Nore: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Washing- 
ton, D.C., or New York, N.Y. 

No. MC 129307 (Sub-No. 11), filed No- 
vember 13, 1968. Applicant: McKEE 
LINES, INC., 664 54th Avenue, Matta- 
wan, Mich. 49071. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: William C. Harris (same ad- 
dress as applicant). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Lactose, from Winsted, Minn., to 
Springdale, Ohio, and points in Michi- 
gan. Note: Applicant holds contract car- 
rier authority under MC 119394, there- 
fore dual operations may be involved. If 
a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Washington, D.C. 
or Detroit, Mich. 

No. MC 129415 (Sub-No. 5) (Correc- 
tion) , filed September 16, 1968, published 
in the FEDERAL REGISTER, issue of Novem- 
ber 7, 1968, and republished as corrected, 
this issue. Applicant: OVERLAND 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., 325 South 
Virginia, Liberal, Kans. 67901. Appli- 
cant’s representative: C. Zimmerman, 
503 Schweiter Building, Wichita, Kans. 
67202. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
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irregular routes, transporting: Feed and 
feed ingredients, (a) from Holcomb and 
Tice, Kans., to points in Colorado, New 
Mexico, Oklahoma, and Texas; (b) from 
points in that area of Colorado bounded 


-on the north by Colorado Highway 96, on 


the west by Colorado Highway 207, on the 
south by U.S. Highway 50, and on the 
east by Colorado Highway 71, including 
points located on the designated high- 
ways to points in Wyoming, Kansas, 
Oklahoma, Texas, and New Mexico, and 
(c) from points in that area of Colorado 
bounded on the north by Colorado High- 
way 196, and on the west by Colorado 
Highway 196, on the south by U.S. High- 
way 50, and on the east by U.S. Highway 
385, including points located on the des- 
ignated highways, to points in Wyoming, 
Kansas, Oklahoma, Texas, and New Mex- 
ico. Note: Common control may be in- 
volved. The purpose of this republica- 
tion is to include the destination terri- 
tory which was inadvertently omitted in 
the previous publication, and redescribe 
the highway boundaries in the origin 
territory in (b) and (c) above. If a hear- 
ing is deemed necessary, applicant re- 
quests it be held at Kansas City, Mo. 

No. MC 129537 (Sub-No. 3), filed No- 
vember 8, 1968. Applicant: OLIVER W. 
REEVES AND BOBBY G. REEVES, a 
partnership, doing business as REEVES 
TRANSPORTATION, Post Office Box 
153, Valrico, Fla. Applicant’s representa- 
tive: John C. Vogt, Jr., Post Office Box 
21, Tampa, Fla. 33601. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Carpets and rugs, (1) from points in 
Floyd, Bartow, Chattooga, Gordon, 
Whitfield, Murray, Catoosa, and Walker 
Counties, Ga., to points in Sarasota, 
Manatee, Polk, Orange, Dade, Broward, 
Brevard, Pasco, and Palm Beach Coun- 
ties, Fla., and (2) from points in Chat- 
tooga County, Ga., to points in Hills- 
borough and Pinellas Counties, Fla., and 
rejected and returned goods, from points 
in said counties in Florida to points in 
said points in Georgia. Note: If a hear- 
ing is deemed necessary, applicant re- 
quests it be held at Tampa, Fla., or Dal- 
ton, Ga. 

No. MC 129568 (Sub-No. 2), filed No- 
vember’ 4, 1968. Applicant: HAROLD 
KLEIN CARTAGE, INC., 5235 North 
Hopkins Street, Milwaukee, Wis. 53209. 
Applicant’s representative: William C. 
Dineen, 710 North Plankinton Avenue, 
Milwaukee, Wis. 53203. Authority sought 
to operate as a contract carrier, by mo- 
tor vehicle, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting: (1) Steel casing pipe, from Mil- 
waukee, Wis., to barge terminals in the 
Chicago, Ill., commercial zone; and, (2) 
steel plate (skelp) from South Chicago, 
Iil., to Milwaukee, Wis., under contract 
for A. O. Smith Corp. Nore: Applicant 
is also authorized to conduct operations 
as a common carrier in Certificate No. 
MC 4445 and Sub 6, therefor, dual oper- 
ations may be involved. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Milwaukee, Wis. 

No. MC 129663 (Sub-No. 3), filed No- 
vember 5, 1968. Applicant: BORIGHT 
TRUCKING CO., INC., Boright Avenue, 
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Kenilworth, N.J. 07033. Applicant’s rep- 
resentative: George A. Olsen, 69 Tonnele 
Avenue, Jersey City, N.J. 07306. Author- 
ity sought to operate as a contract car- 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Plastics articles 
(except in bulk), between, the plantsite 
of Gilbert Plastics, Inc., at Momence, 
Ill., and points in the United States (ex- 
cept Alaska and Hawaii), under contract 
with Gilbert Plastics, Inc. Nore: If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Washington, D.C., 
or New York, N.Y. 

No. MC 133265 (Sub-No. 1), filed Oc- 
tober 30, 1968. Applicant: CONSOLI- 
DATED CARRIERS CORP., 141 West 
35th Street, New York, N.Y. 10038. Ap- 
plicant’s representative: Herbert Bur- 
stein, 160 Broadway, New York, N.Y. 
10038. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Wearing 
apparel and materials, supplies and ma- 
chinery, used in the manufacture there- 
of, and accessories between New York, 
N.Y., on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Nassau and Suffolk Counties, 
N.Y. Note: Common control may be in- 
volved. If a hearing is deemed neces- 
sary, applicant requests it be held at New 
York, N.Y. 

No. MC 133270, filed October 31, 1968. 
Applicant: WESTERN MEAT TRANS- 
PORT COMPANY, INC., Route 1, Box 
672, Eugene, Oreg. 97401. Applicant’s rep- 
resentative: Earle V. White, 2400 South- 
west Fourth Avenue, Portland, Oreg. 
97201. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Meats and 
packinghouse products, as described in 
parts A and B of Appendix I to the report 
in Descriptions in Motor Carrier Cer- 
tificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766, in vehi- 
cles equipped with mechanical refrigera- 
tion, from Portland and Eugene, Oreg., 
to points in Marion, Polk, Benton, Lin- 
coln, Linn, Lane, Douglas, Coos, Curry, 
Josephine, Klamath, Lake, and Deschutes 
Counties, Oreg. Nore: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Portland, Oreg. 

No. MC 133274, filed November 5, 1968. 
Applicant: ARROW FOOD PRODUCTS, 
INC., Post Office Box 34489, Dallas, Tex. 
75234. Applicant’s representative: Hugh 
T. Matthews, 630 Fidelity Union Tower, 
Dallas, Tex. 75201. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Animal feed, from points in Ala- 
bama, to points in Texas and Oklahoma, 
under contract with Western Grain Co. 
Norte: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Dallas or 
Fort Worth, Tex. 

No. MC 133280, filed November 3, 1968. 
Applicant: NEW ROCHELLE MOVING 
AND STORAGE, INC., 33 Center Avenue, 
New Rochelle, N.Y. 10801. Applicant’s 
representative: Alvin Altman, 1776 
Broadway, New York, N.Y. 10019. Au- 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Industrial or roof- 
mounted airconditioners and aircondi- 
tioning units, uncrated, and parts 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 33, NO. 232—-THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 28, 1968 





























































































































































































17830 


thereof, from Edison, N.J., to points in 
Alabama, Arkansas, Colorado, Connecti- 
cut, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Illinois, 
Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Louisi- 
ana, Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan, 
Minnesota, Missouri, Mississippi, New 
York, North Carolina, Ohio, Oklahoma, 
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, South Caro- 
lina, Tennessee, Texas, Virginia, West 
Virginia, Wisconsin, and the District of 
Columbia, and returned shipments of the 
above-described commodities, on return, 
under contract with Fedders Corp. Note: 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli- 
cant requests it be held at New York, 
N.Y. 

No. MC 133281, filed November 3, 1968. 
Applicant: COURTNEY J. MUNSON, 
doing business as MUNSON TRUCKING, 
Post Office Box 83, Little York, Ill. 61453. 
Applicant’s representative: Robert T. 
Lawley, 308 Reisch Building, Springfield, 
Ill. 62701. Authority sought to operate as 
a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Meats, 
meat products, meat byproducts, and 
articles distributed by meat packing- 
houses, as described in sections A and C 
of Appendix I to the report in Descrip- 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 
M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except hides and 
commodities in bulk), from the plantsite 
and/or cold storage facilities utilized by 
Wilson & Co., Inc., located at or near 
Monmouth, Ill., to points in Indiana, 
Michigan, and Ohio, under contract with 
Wilson & Co., Inc., restricted to the 
transportation of Wilson & Co., Inc., 
traffic originating at the above-specified 
plantsite and/or cold storage facilities 
and destined to the above-specified des- 
tinations. Note: If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Springfield or Chicago, Il. 

No. MC 133282, filed November 4, 1968. 
Applicant: FOUNTAIN TRANSFER & 
STORAGE, INC., 3507 Edwin Avenue, 
Savannah, Ga. 31405. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: Leon I. Fountain (same ad- 
dress as applicant). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Uncrated household goods, as de- 
fined by the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, between Savannah, Ga., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Appling, Bryan, Bullock, Candler, Chat- 
ham, Effingham, Evans, Glynn, Jenkins, 
Liberty, Long, McIntosh, Screven, Tat- 
nall, Tombs, and Wayne Counties, Ga., 
and Beaufort, Hampton, and Jasper 
Counties, S.C.; restricted (1) to ship- 
ments having a prior or subsequent 
movement in containers beyond said por- 
tions, and (2) to pickup and delivery 
service in connection with packing, crat- 
ing, and containerization and unpacking, 
uncrating and decontainerization of such 
shipments. Note: If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Savannah, Ga., Jacksonville, Fla., or 
Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 133283, filed November 4, 1968. 
Applicant: FURNITURE MANUFAC- 
TURERS EXPRESS, INC., doing busi- 
ness as FMX, INC., 9722 Pulaski High- 
way, Baltimore, Md. 21220. Applicant’s 
representative: Maxwell A. Howell, 1120 
Investment Building, 1511 K Street NW., 


NOTICES 


Washington, D.C. 20005. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) New furniture, from 
Baltimore, Md., to points in Connecticut, 
Delaware, Maryland, New Jersey, New 
York, Pennsylvania, Virginia, West Vir- 
ginia, and the District of Columbia; and 
(2) returned or rejected shipments, on 
return. NoTE: Common control and dual 
operations may be involved. If a hearing 
is deemed necessary, applicant requests 
it be held at Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 133284, filed November 4, 1968. 
Applicant: ARTHUR E. WILCOX AND 
MARY O. WILCOX, a partnership, doing 
business as A. E. WILCOX & SONS 
TRUCKING, 302 Gale Street, Water- 
town, N.Y. 13601. Applicant’s represent- 
ative: Herbert M. Canter, 345 South 
Warren Street, Syracuse, N.Y. 13202. Au- 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Newsprint, from 
points in New York on the international 
boundary line between the United States 
and the Province of Quebec, Canada, to 
Cleveland, Ohio, restricted to traffic orig- 
inating in the Province of Quebec, Can- 
ada. Note: If a hearing is deemed nec- 
essary, applicant requests it be held at 
Cleveland, Ohio, Syracuse, N.Y., or 
Washington, D.C. 


APPLICATION FOR WATER CARRIER 


No. W-406 (Sub-No. 10), OHIO 
BARGE LINE, INC., EXTENSION— 
ARKANSAS RIVER, filed October 28, 
1968. Applicant: OHIO BARGE LINE, 
INC., Post Office Box 126, Dravosburg, 
Pa. 15034. Application of Ohio Barge 
Line, Inc., filed October 28, 1968, for a 
revised permit authorizing extension of 
its operations to include operation as a 
contract carrier by water in interstate or 
foreign commerce, in the transportation 
of (A) (1) iron and steel articles, block- 
ing, cement, coke and coke breeze or 
dust, ferro manganese, fire clay, fluor- 
spar, pig tin, scrap iron or steel, slag, 
spraying oil, spiegeleisen, sulphate of 
ammonia, sulphur, tin or terne plate, new 
barges, derrick boats, construction and 
erection material and equipment, false 
work, and lock gates; (2) coal; and, (3) 
manganese ore, between ports and points 
located on the Verdigris and Arkansas 
Rivers and their tributaries from Ca- 
toosa, Okla., to the confluence with the 
Arkansas Post Canal, the Arkansas Post 
Canal, and the White River and its trib- 
utaries from its confluence with the Mis- 
sissippi River; and, (B) the commodities 
in (1), above, between points and ports 
specified above, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, between ports and points 
along the Monongahela, Ohio, Cumber- 
land and Kanawha Rivers, the Missis- 
sippi River below its junction with the 
Ohio River, the Gulf Intracoastal Wa- 
terways, the Kentucky River below and 
including Beattyville, Ky., and the Port 
Allen section of the Gulf Intracoastal 
Waterway; coal, between points and 
ports specified above, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, between ports and 
points along the Ohio and Monongahela 
Rivers; and, manganese ore, between 
points and ports specified above, on the 
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one hand, and, on the other, from Mo- 
bile, Ala., and New Orleans, La., to ports 
and points along the Ohio and Monon- 
gahela Rivers. 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] H. Net GARSON, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-14224; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 


8:45 a.m.] 





FOURTH SECTION APPLICATIONS FOR 
RELIEF 


NOVEMBER 25, 1968. 


Protests to the granting of an applica- 
tion must be prepared in accordance with 
Rule 1100.40 of the general rules of prac- 
tice (49 CFR 1100.40) and filed within 15 
days from the date of publication of this 
notice in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 

LONG-AND-SHORT HAUL 


FSA No. 41500—Admiztures of insecti- 
cides with fertilizers between points in 
southern territory. Filed by O. W. South, 
Jr., agent (No. A6069) , for interested rail 
carriers. Rates on admixtures of insecti- 
cides, with fertilizers, in carloads, as 
described in the application, between 
points in southern territory. 

Grounds for relief—Motortruck com- 
petition. 

Tariff—Supplement 31 to Southern 
Freight Association, agent, tariff ICC 
S-762. 

FSA No. 41501—Liquefied petroleum 
gas from Oriva, Wyo. Filed by Western 
Trunk Line Committee, agent (No. 
A-2572), for interested rail carriers. 
Rates on liquefied petroleum gas, in tank 
carloads, as described in the application, 
from Oriva, Wyo., to points in western 
trunkline territory. 

Grounds for relief—Modified short- 
line distance formula and grouping. 

Tariff—Supplement 22 to Western 
Trunk Line Committee, agent, tariff 
ICC A-4674. 


By the Commission. 





[SEAL] H. Neri Garson, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-14286; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 
[Notice 737] 


MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS 


NOVEMBER 22, 1968. 

The following are notices of filing of 
applications for temporary authority un- 
der section 210a(a) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act provided for under the 
new rules of Ex Parte No. MC-67 (49 
CFR 340), published in the FerprEra. 
REGISTER, issue of April 27, 1965, effective 
July 1, 1965. These rules provide that 
protests to the granting of an application 
must be filed with the field official named 
in the FEDERAL REeEGIsTER publication, 
within 15 calendar days after the date of 
notice of the filing of the application is 
published in the FEDERAL REGISTER. One 
copy of such protest must be served on 


the applicant, or its authorized repre- 
sentative, if any, and the protests must 
certify that such service has been made. 
The protests must be specific as to the 
service which such protestant can and 
will offer, and must consist of a signed 
original and six copies. 

A copy of the application is on file, and 
can be examined at the Office of the 
Secretary, Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, Washington, D.C., and also in 
the field office to which protests are to 
be transmitted. 


MorTor CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 


No. MC 1756 (Sub-No. 13 TA), filed 
November 15, 1968. Applicant: PEOPLES 
EXPRESS CoO., 497 Raymond Boulevard, 
Newark, N.J. 07105. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: Bert Collins, 140 Cedar Street, 
New York, N.Y. 10008. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Glass bottles, on automated trailers, 
from Millville, Salem, and Cliftwood, 
N.J., to Brooklyn and Albany, N.Y., for 
the account of the F. & M. Schaefer 
Brewing Co., for 180 days. Supporting 
shipper: The F. & M. Schaefer Brewing 
Co., 430 Kent Avenue, Brooklyn, N.Y. 
11211. Send protests to: District Super- 
visor Robert S. H. Vance, Bureau of 
Operations, Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, 970 Broad Street, Newark, N.J. 
07102. 

No. MC 3062 (Sub-No. 28 TA), filed 
November 18, 1968. Applicant: L. A. 
TUCKER TRUCK LINES, INCORPO- 
RATED, 321 North Spring Avenue, Post 
Office Box 538, Cape Girardeau, Mo. 
63701. Applicant’s representative: Greg- 
ory M. Rebman, Suite 1230, Boatmen’s 
Bank Building, St. Louis, Mo. 63102. Au- 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Clothing, on racks, 
(1) from the plantsite of Thorngate, 
Ltd., Chaffee, Mo., to the plantsite of 
Thorngate, Ltd., at Rector, Ark., and (2) 
from the plantsite of Thorngate, Ltd., at 
Rector, Ark., to the plantsite of Thorn- 
gate, Ltd., at Chaffee, Mo., for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: Thorngate, Ltd., 234 
North Main Street, Chaffee, Mo. 63740, 
attention Frank Adams. Send protests 
to: J. P. Werthmann, District Super- 
visor, Bureau of Operations, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Room 3248, 1520 
Market Street. St. Louis, Mo. 63103. 

No. MC 3252 (Sub-No. 51 TA), filed 
November 18, 1968. Applicant: PAUL E. 
MERRILL, doing business as MERRILL 
TRANSPORT CO., 1037 Forest Avenue, 
Portland, Maine 04103. Applicant’s rep- 
resentative: Francis E. Barrett, Jr., 536 
Granite Street, Braintree, Mass. 02184. 
Authority sought to operate as a com- 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over irreg- 
ular routes, transporting: Aviation fuel, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Searsport, 
Maine, to Burlington, Vt., for 150 days. 
Supporting shipper: Department of the 
Army, U.S. Government. Send protests 
to: Donald G. Weiler, District Super- 
visor, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Bureau of Operations, Room 307, 176 
Pearl Street, Portland, Maine 04112. 

No. MC 6078 (Sub-No. 64 TA), filed 
November 15, 1968. Applicant: D. F. 
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BAST, INC., Post Office Box 2288, 
1425 North Maxwell Street, Allentown, 
Pa. 18001. Applicant’s representative: 
Bert Collins, 140 Cedar Street, New 
York, N.Y. 10006. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Structural steel and equipment 
transported on the same vehicle with 
structural steel used in the erection of 
structural steel, from the plantsites of 
the Belmont Iron Works, Eddystone, 
Pa., and Royersford, Pa., to points in 
Delaware, Maryland, New Jersey, New 
York, Connecticut, and the District of 
Columbia, for 180 days. Supporting 
shipper: The Belmont. Iron Works, In- 
dustrial Highway, Eddystone, Pa. Send 
protests to: F. W. Doyle, District Super- 
visor, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Bureau of Operations, 900 U.S. Custom- 
house, Second and Chestnut Streets, 
Philadelphia, Pa. 19106. 

No. MC 32752 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed 
November 18, 1968. Applicant: LeRoy-K 
TRUCKING CO., INC., 130 Third Street, 
Brooklyn, N.Y. 11231. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: Herbert Burnstein, 160 
Broadway, New York, N.Y. 10038. Au- 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: General com- 
modities, in containers or trailers, hav- 
ing a prior or subsequent movement by 
water in interstate or foreign commerce, 
between points in the New York, N.Y., 
commercial zone for 150 days. Support- 
ing shippers: United States Lines, Inc., 
1 Broadway, New York, N.Y. 10004, and 
Transamerican Trailer Transportation 
358 St. Marks Place, Staten Island, N.Y. 
10301. Send protests to: Robert E. 
Johnston, District Supervisor, Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, Bureau of 
Operations, 26 Federal Plaza, New York, 
N.Y. 10007. 

No. MC 48958 (Sub-No. 101 TA), filed 
November 18, 1968. Applicant: ILLI- 
NOIS-CALIFORNIA EXPRESS, INC., 
510 East 5ist Avenue, Denver, Colo. 
80216. Applicant’s representative: Roger 
Sollenbarger (same address as appli- 
cant). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
regular routes, transporting: General 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities requiring spe- 
cial equipment, and those injurious or 
contaminating to other lading, serving 
the site of Duval Sulphur Mine near 
Orla, Tex., as an off-route point in con- 
junction with the presently authorized 
operation between Carlsbad, N. Mex., and 
Pecos, Tex. Orla, Tex., is located midway 
between Carlsbad and Pecos on US. 
Highway 285, for 150 days. Note: Appli- 
cant intends to tack the proposed au- 
thority with MC 48958 (Sub-No. 51) 
(Route 95) . Supporting shipper: Stearns- 
Roger Corp., Post Office Box 5888, Den- 
ver, Colo. 80217. Send protests to: Dis- 
trict Supervisor C. W. Buckner, 2022 
Federal Building, Denver, Colo. 80202. 

No. MC 171331 (Sub-No. 13 TA), filed 
November 15, 1968. Applicant: FOY 
CHALKER AND A.C. CREEL, a partner- 
ship, doing business as DOVE TRUCK 
LINE, 235 Kornegay Street, Dothan, Ala. 
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36301. Applicant’s representative: Bishop 
& Carlton, 325-29 Frank Nelson Build- 
ing, Birmingham, Ala. 35203. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Foodstuffs, from Brun- 
didge, Ala., to points in Florida on and 
east of a line beginning at the point of 
intersection of U.S. Highway 319 and 
the Alabama-Georgia State line, thence 
along U.S. Highway 319 through Talla- 
hassee, Fla., to junction U.S. Highways 
319 and 98, thence along U.S. Highway 98 
through Panacea, Fla., to the Gulf of 
Mexico, for 180 days. Supporting ship- 
per: H.C.A. Food Corp., Brundidge, Ala. 
36010. Send protests to: B. R. McKenzie, 
District Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 
Room 823, 2121 Building, Birmingham, 
Ala. 35203. 

No. MC 73165 (Sub-No. 256 TA), filed 
November 18, 1968. Applicant: EAGLE 
MOTOR LINES, INC., Post Office Box 
1348, 830 North 33d Street, Birmingham, 
Ala. 35201. Applicant’s representative: 
Pearce & Amato, 1033 State Street, Bowl- 
ing Green, Ky. 42101. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Building materials, from the plant- 
site of Celotex Corp., Birmingham, Ala., 
to points in North Carolina and South 
Carolina, for 180 days. Supporting ship- 
per: The Celotex Corp., 1500 North Dale 
Mabry, Tampa, Fla. 33607. Send protests 
to: B. R. McKenzie, District Supervisor, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu- 
reau of Operations, Room 823, 2121 
Building, Birmingham, Ala. 35203. 

No. MC 94350 (Sub-No. 201 TA), filed 
November 14, 1968. Applicant: TRANSIT 
HOMES, INC., Post Office Box 1628, Hay- 
wood Road at Transit Drive, Greenville, 
S.C. 29602. Applicant’s representative: 
G. P. Apperson, Jr. (same address as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Trailers 
designed to be drawn by passenger auto- 
mobiles, in initial movements, in truck- 
away service, from Henry County, Tenn., 
to points in the United States excluding 
Detroit, Flint, and Mount Clemens, 
Mich., Alaska, and Hawaii, for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: Champion Home 
Builders Co., 5573 East North Street, 
Dryden, Mich. 48428. Send protests to: 
Arthur B. Abercrombie, District Super- 
visor, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
601A Federal Building, 901 Sumter 
Street, Columbia, S.C. 29201. 

No. MC 118959 (Sub-No. 39 TA), filed 
November 15, 1968. Applicant: JERRY 
LIPPS, INC., 130 South Frederick, Cape 
Girardeau, Mo. 63701. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Paper and paper products, from 
Cantonment, Fla., to Marysville, Ohio, for 
180 days. Supporting shipper: St. Regis 
Paper Co., Cantonment, Fla., attention 
William D. Fish, Post Office Box 1591, 
Pensacola, Fla. Send protests to: J. P. 
Werthmann, District Supervisor, Bureau 
of Operations, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Room 3248, 1520 Market 
Street, St. Louis, Mo. 63103. 
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No. MC 118263 (Sub-No. 9 TA), filed 
November 12, 1968. Applicant: COLD- 
WAY CARRIERS, INC., Post Office Box 
38, Clarksville, Ind. 47131. Applicant’s 
representative: Ollie L. Merchant, 140 
South Fifth Street, Louisville, Ky. 40202. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Prepared food- 
stuffs, in vehicles equipped with mechan- 
ical refrigeration (except in bulk in tank 
vehicles), (1) from the plantsite of the 
Kitchens of Sara Lee at Deerfield, IIl., 
and (2) from the warehouses storing 
the products of the Kitchens of Sara Lee 
at Chicago, Ill., to points in Indiana, 
Iowa, Kentucky, Michigan, North 
Carolina, Ohio, South Carolina, Tennes- 
see, Virginia, West Virginia, and Wis- 
consin, for 180 days. Supporting shipper: 
Kitchens of Sara Lee, 500 Waukegan 
Street, Deerfield, Ill. 60015. Send protests 
to: District Supervisor Habermehl, Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, 802 Cen- 
tury Building, 36 South Pennsylvania 
Street, Indianapolis, Ind. 46204. 

No. MC 124199 (Sub-No. 2 TA), filed 
November 19, 1968. Applicant: CHESA- 
PEAKE BULK TERMINALS, INC., 2767 
Wilkens Avenue, Baltimore, Md. 21223. 
Applicant’s representative: Donald C. 
Gibeau (same address as above). Author- 
ity sought to operate as a common car- 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Flour, in bulk, from 
Littlestown, Pa., to Baltimore, Md., for 
90 days. Supporting shipper: Becker 
Pretzel Bakery, Division of Tasty Sales 
Corp., 2441 West Baltimore Street, Balti- 
more, Md. 21223. Send protests to: Wil- 
liam L. Hughes, District Supervisor, In- 
terstate Commerce Commission, Bureau 
of Operations, 1125 Federal Building, 
Baltimore, Md. 21201. 

No. MC 125161 (Sub-No. 12 TA), filed 
November 19, 1968. Applicant: UNITED 
FREIGHTWAYS, INC., 671 Chestnut 
Street, North Andover, Mass. 01845. Ap- 
plicant’s representative: George C. 
O’Brien, 15 Court Square, Boston, Mass. 
02108. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Lime- 
stone, in bulk, in pneumatic vehicles, 
from the plantsite of the Minerals, Pig- 
ments, & Metals Division of Chas. Pfizer 
& Co., Inc., at Adams, Mass., to Fairfield, 
Maine, for 150 days. Supporting shipper: 
Chas. Pfizer & Co., Inc., 235 East 42d 
Street, New York, N.Y. 10017. Send pro- 
tests to: Max Gorenstein, District Super- 
visor, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
2211B, J.F.K. Federal Building, Govern- 
ment Center, Boston, Mass. 02203. 

No. MC 127304 (Sub-No. 3 TA), 
filed November 20, 1968. Applicant: 
CLEARWATER TRUCK COMPANY, 
INC., 9101 North West Street, Valley 
Center, Kans. 67501. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: Acklie & Peterson, 521 South 
14th Street, Post Office Box 806, Lincoln, 
Nebr. 68501. Authority sought to oper- 
ate as a contract carrier, by motor ve- 
hicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: (1) Dichlorodifluoromethane and 
monochlordifiluoromethane, in contain- 
ers, and cylinders, from Colwich, Kans., 
to Phoenix, Ariz., Oklahoma City, Okla., 
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St. Louis, Mo., Calvert City, Ky., Little 
Rock, Ark., Newark, Del., Las Vegas, 
Nev., Memphis, Tenn.,. Denver, Colo., 
Richmond, Va., Natick, Mass., and points 
in California, Texas, Georgia, Michi- 
gan, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Indiana, New 
Jersey, Florida, and Illinois, and (2) 
empty containers and cylinders, from 
Philadelphia, Pa., and Columbus, Ohio, 
to Colwich, Kans., under continuing con- 
tract with International Plastics, Inc., 
for 180 days. Supporting shipper: Inter- 
national Plastics, Inc., 1123 North Mos- 
ley, Box 1279, Wichita, Kans. 67201. 
Send protests to: M. E. Taylor, District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, Bureau of Operations, 906 
Schweiter Building, Wichita, Kans. 
67202. 

No. MC 128856 (Sub-No. 3 TA), 
filed November 18, 1968. Applicant: 
LINZIE DOWNING, doing business as 
LINZIE DOWNING & SONS, Post Office 
Box 1771, 1200 Pacific Avenue, Yuma, 
Ariz. 85364. Applicant’s representative: 
A. Michael Bernstein, 1327 United Bank 
Building, Phoenix, Ariz. 85012. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Dry fertilizer, from rail- 
heads or sidings in Yuma County, Ariz., 
and Winterhaven, Calif., to points in 
Yuma County, Ariz., and points in Im- 
perial County, Calif., and Blythe, Calif., 
and points in that part of California 
within 25 miles of Blythe, Calif., for 
180 days. Supporting shipper: Walter 
Jacoby & Sons, Post Office Box 500, Som- 
erton, Ariz. Send protests to: Andrew V. 
Baylor, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Oper- 
ations, 3427 Federal Building, Phoenix, 
Ariz. 85025. 

No. MC 128879 (Sub-No. 5 TA), filed 
November 15, 1968. Applicant: C-B 
TRUCK LINES, INC., 1034 Humble 
Place, El Paso, Tex. 79915. Applicant’s 
representative: Randall R. Sain (Same 
address as applicant). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting: Manganese ore, in bulk, (1) 
from Wenden, Ariz., to El Paso, Tex., 
and Socorro, N. Mex., and (2) from 
Socorro, N. Mex., and El Paso, Tex., to 
Henderson, Nev., for 150 days. Support- 
ing shipper: American Minerals, Inc., 
3666 Doniphan Drive, El Paso, Tex. 
79922. Send protests to: Haskell E. Bal- 
lard, District Supervisor, Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, Bureau of Opera- 
tions, 918 Tyler Street, Amarillo, Tex. 
79101. 

No. MC 129645 (Sub-No. 3 TA), filed 
November 14, 1968. Applicant: BASIL J. 
SMEESTER AND JOSEPH G. SMEES- 
TER, a partnership, doing business as 
SMEESTER BROTHERS TRUCKING, 
1330 South Jackson Street, Iron Moun- 
tain, Mich. 49801. Applicant’s representa- 
tive: Basil J. Smeester (same address as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Composi- 
tion boards and materials and acces- 
sories, used in the installation thereof, 
from the plantsite and warehouse facili- 
ties of The Celotex Corp., in Milan, 
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Tenn., and points in Henry County, 
Tenn., North Dakota, South Dakota, 
Nebraska, Kansas, Missouri, Illinois, 
Ohio, Indiana, Iowa, Michigan, Minne- 
sota, Wisconsin, Montana, Wyoming, 
Colorado, and Tennessee, for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: The Celotex Corp., 
1500 North Dale Mabry, Tampa, Fla. 
33607. Send protests to: C. R. Flemming, 
District Supervisor, Bureau of Opera- 
tions, Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, 221 Federal Building, Lansing, 
Mich. 48933. 

No. MC 133232 TA (Amendment), filed 
October 16, 1968, published in the Fep- 
ERAL REGISTER issue of October 24, 1968, 
amended and republished as amended, 
this issue. Applicant: L. J. BINGHAM, 
doing business as BINGHAM TRANS- 
FER & STORAGE, 424 Delwood Street, 
Westwood, Calif. 96137. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: General commodities, between 
Doyle, Calif., and Sierra Ordnance Depot 
at Herlong, Calif., moving in substituted 
service on rail billing: From Doyle, Calif., 
over U.S. Highway 395 to County Road 
313 (Garnier Road), thence over County 
Road 313 to County Road 359 (Herlong 
Access Road) , thence along County Road 
359 to Sierra Ordnance Depot at Her- 
long, Calif., and return over the same 
route, for 180 days. Supporting shipper: 
Western Pacific Railroad Co., 526 Mis- 
sion, San Francisco, Calif. Send protests 
to: District Supervisor Daniel Augustine, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu- 
reau of Operations, Room 24, 222 East 
Washington Street, Carson City, Nev. 
89701. 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] H. Net Garson, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-14287; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 


8:48 a.m.] 





[Notice 738] 


MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS 


NOVEMBER 25, 1968. 

The following are notices of filing of 
applications for temporary authority un- 
der section 210a(a) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act provided for under the 
new rules of Ex Parte No. MC-67 (49 
CFR Part 340), published in the FepERAL 
REGISTER, issue of April 27, 1965, effective 
July 1, 1965. These rules provide that 
protests to the granting of an application 
must be filed with the field official named 
in the FEDERAL REGISTER publication, 
within 15 calendar days after the date 
of notice of the filing of the application 
is published in the FepERAL REGISTER. One 
copy of such protest must be served on 
the applicant, or its authorized repre- 
sentative, if any, and the protests must 
certify that such service has been made. 
The protests must be specific as to the 
service which such protestant can and 
will offer, and must consist of a signed 
original and six copies. 

A copy of the application is on file, ’ 
and can be examined at the Office of the 





Secretary, Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, Washington, D.C., and also in 
the field office to which protests are to 
be transmitted. ' 
Motor CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 


No. MC 114897 (Sub-No. 81 TA), filed 
November 20, 1968. Applicant: WHIT- 
FIELD TANK LINES, INC., 300-316 
North Clark Road, Post Office Box 9897, 
El Paso, Tex. 79989. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: J. P, Rose (same address as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Titanium 
tetrachloride, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from Henderson, Nev., to points in So- 
noma, San Mateo, Contra Costa, Ala- 
meda, Napa, San Francisco, Marin, and 
Solano Counties, Calif., for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: Titanium Metals 
Corp. of America, Post Office Box 
2128, Henderson, Nev. 89015. Send pro- 
tests to: Haskell E. Ballard, District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, Bureau of Operations, 918 Tyler 
Street, Amarillo, Tex. 79101. 

No. MC 116227 (Sub-No. 8 TA) (Cor- 
rection), filed November 12, 1968, pub- 
lished FEDERAL REGISTER issue of Notice 
No. 734, and republished as corrected, 
this issue. Applicant: POLMAN TRANS- 
FER, INC., Route 3, Wadena, Minn. 
56482. Applicant’s representative: James 
F. Greenstein, 112 East Sixth Street, St. 
Paul, Minn. 55101. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Salted hides and hide trimmings, 
from points in North Dakota, Mjmne- 
sota, and South Dakota to Milwaukee, 
Wis.; Chicago, Ill.; New York City, N.Y., 
and Boston, Mass., and rejected or dam- 
aged shipments only, on return, for 180 
days. Note: The purpose of this republi- 
cation is to include Boston, Mass., as a 
destination State, which was inad- 
vertently omitted from previous publi- 
cation. Supporting shipper: Fred Gruen 
Co., Inc., 2411 West Capitol Drive, Mil- 
waukee, Wis. 53206. Send protests to: 
District Supervisor A. E. Rathert, In- 
terstate Commerce Commission, Bureau 
of Operations, 448 Federal Building and 
US. Court House, 110 South Fourth 
Street, Minneapolis, Minn. 55401. 

No. MC 125952 (Sub-No. 8 TA), filed 
November 20, 1968. Applicant: INTER- 
STATE DISTRIBUTOR CO., 8311 Du- 
rango Street SW., Tacoma, Wash. 98499. 
Applicant’s representative: George R. 
La Bissoniere, 920 Logan Building, Se- 
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attle, Wash. 98101. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Roofing and insulation materials, 
from Santa Clara and Pittsburg, Calif., 
to points in Washington west of the 
Cascade Range, for 180 days. Support- 
ing shipper: Gray Co., Inc., 1448 St. 
Paul Avenue, Tacoma, Wash. 98421. Send 
protests to: E. J. Casey, District Super- 
visor, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Bureau of Operations, 6130 Arcade 
Building, Seattle, Wash. 98101. 


No. MC 133253 (Sub-No. 2 TA), filed 
November 20, 1968. Applicant: WILLIAM 
LOUIS DAMON. doing business as 
DAMON FREIGHT LINES, Bonito, N. 
Mex., General Delivery, c/o Window 
Rock, Ariz. 86515. Applicant’s represent- 
ative: William T. MacPherson, Assistant 
Genera] Counsel, Legal Department, The 
Navajo Tribe, Window Rock, Ariz. 86515. 
Authority sought to operate as a com- 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir- 
regular routes, transporting: 
commodities, except household goods (as 
defined by the Commission), classes A 
and B explosives, commodities in bulk, 
and commodities because of their weight 
and size require special equipment, be- 
tween Gallup, N. Mex., and points located 
on the Navajo and Hopi reservations, and 
points within the Navajo and Hopi res- 
ervations, for 180 days. Note: Applicant 
intends to interline with other carriers at 
Gamerco and Gallup, N. Mex., and Win- 
dow Rock, Ariz. Supporting shippers: De- 
partment of Interior, Bureau of Indian 
Affairs, Navajo Area Office, Post Office 
Box 1060, Gallup, N. Mex. 87301; Depart- 
ment of Health, Education, and Welfare, 
c/o Navajo Tribe, Window Rock, Ariz.; 
Navajo Community College, Many Farms 
Rural Post Office, Chinle, Ariz. 86503; 
The Navajo Tribe, Director of Purchas- 
ing, Window Rock, Ariz. 86515; Navajo 
Tribal Utility Authority, Post Office Box 
68, Window Rock, Ariz. 86515; Fed Mart 
Corp., San Diego, Calif.; Bureau of In- 
dian Affairs, Branch of Roads, Sawmill, 
Ariz. Send protests to: William R. Mur- 
doch, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Op- 
erations, 10515 Federal Building, U.S. 
Courthouse, Albuquerque, N. Mex. 87101. 

By the Commission. 

[SEAL] H. Net Garson, 

Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-14288; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 
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FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 


DEPOSITORS CORP. 


Notice of Application for Approval of 
Acquisition of Shares of Bank 


Notice is hereby given that application 
has been made to the Board of Gov- 
ernors of the Federal Reserve System 
pursuant to section 3(a) of the Bank 
Holding Company Act of 1956 (12 U.S.C. 
1842(a)), by Depositors Corporation, 
which is a bank holding company located 
in Augusta, Maine, for the prior approval 
of the Board of the acquisition by Appli- 
cant of not less than 80 percent of the 
voting shares of Newport Trust Co., 
Newport, Maine. 

Section 3(c) of the Act provides that 
the Board shall not approve (1) any ac- 
quisition or merger or consolidation un- 
der this section which would result in a 
monopoly, or which would be in further- 
ance of any combination or conspiracy to 
monopolize or to attempt to monopolize 
the business of banking in any part of 
the United States, or (2) any other pro- 
posed acquisition or merger or consoli- 
dation under this section whose effect in 
any section of the country may be sub- 
stantially to lessen competition, or to 
tend to create a monopoly, or which in 
any other manner would be in restraint 
of trade, unless it finds that the anti- 
competitive effects of the proposed trans- 
action are clearly outweighed in the 
public interest by the probable effect of 
the transaction in meeting the conven- 
ience and needs of the community to be 
served. 

Section 3(c) further provides that, in 
every case, the Board shall take into 
consideration the financial and mana- 
gerial resources and future prospects of 
the company or companies and the banks 
concerned, and the convenience and 
needs of the community to be servéd. 

Not later than thirty (30) days after 
the publication of this notice in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER, comments and views 
regarding the proposed acquisition may 
be filed with the Board. Communications 
should be addressed to the Secretary, 
Board of Governors of the Federal Re- 
serve System, Washington, D.C. 20551. 
The application may be inspected at the 
office of the Board of Governors or the 
Federal Reserve Bank of Boston. 


Dated at Washington, D.C., this 21st 
day of November 1968. 
By order of the Board of Governors. 
[SEAL] ROBERT P. FORRESTAL, 
Assistant Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-14254; Filed, Nov. 27, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 
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